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CURRENT TOPICS. 


THE ONLY CHANGES in county court judgeships officially 
announced up to Thursday were the transfer of Judge Bisnor 
from Circuit No. 28 (Mid-Wales) to Circuit No. 31 (South 
Wales), and the appointment of Mr. C. H. W. Breresrorp as judge 
of Circuit No. 28. We learn from the Zaw List that the new 
judge was called to the bar in 1875, and that he has practised 
on the South-Eastern Circuit and the Surrey Sessions ; and from 
other sources we find that he is the son of Judge Breresronp, 
until recently judge of the above-mentioned Circuit No. 31. 
We understand that Judge Lexa has been transferred from Cireuit 
No. 33 (Norfolk and Suffolk), to which he was recently 
appointed, to the Herefordshire Circuit, and that Mr. H. 
Earpiey Witmor has been appointed judge of Circuit No. 33. 
Mr. Witmor was called to the bar in 1871, and has been a 
member of the Midland Circuit. It was stated on Thursday 
that Mr. Davin Fenwick Sreavensoy, of the North-Eastern 
Circuit, had been appointed judge of Circuit No. 3, in succes- 
sion to Judge Incuam. 





10, 1891. 





Mr. Joun Itirre, who died on Monday last at the great age 
of ninety-three years, was probably the “father” of the 
London solicitors, and if not the oldest, was certainly one of the 
oldest, members of the Incorporated Law Society. He was 
admitted a solicitor seventy years ago, and was elected a member 
of the society nearly fifty years ago. More remarkable still, he 
was not a solicitor merely in name for seventy years, but, 
we believe, actually took out his certificate and remained: a 
member of the firm of In1rrz, Hentey, & Sweet, of 2, Bedford- 
row, up to the time of his death. No one who knew him can 
be surprised that both clients and partners should be keenly 
anxious to retain his assistance. His mind was like an auto- 
matic machine for weighing and sifting evidence, the result 
appearing in the accuracy of statement and clearness of judg- 
ment which were his characteristics ; and to those qualifications 
he added the experience and knowledge acquired and treasured 
in a retentive memory during seventy years of practice, 





Tne DECISION in Burt v. Gray (89 W. R. 429; 1891, 2Q. B, 
98) reveals a weak point in section 14 of the Conveyancing Act, 
1881. By sub-section 2, as we all know, it is provided that 
where a lessor is proceeding, by action or otherwise, to enforce a 
right of re-entry or forfeiture, the lessee may apply to the court 
for relief. And by sub-section 3, “for the purposes of this 
section a lease includes an original or derivative underlease, and 
a lessee includes an original or derivative underlessee.” It 
might be supposed, at first sight, that under this provision an 
underlessee is as much entitled to apply for relief against the 
original lessor as the original lessee. No, said the court in the 
above mentioned case; the Act was not intended to create a 
privity of contract between lessor and underlessee, or in any 
way to affect their relationship to one another. The words of sub- 
section 3 are to be read distributively—that is to say, ‘lessee ” 





in sub-section 2 is to mean original underlessee as regards an 
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underlease, and derivative underlessee as regards a 
derivative underlease. It may be that this is a correct con- 
struction of the words of the section, though we should have 
thought it — that an underlessee, whose interest is carved 
out of the lessee’s estate, might be considered an “assign” of 
the lessee within the provision of sub-section 3, which enacts that 
“a lessee includes . . . the . assigns of a lessee.” 
But we think the construction reintroduces a good deal of the 
hardship which the section was intended to remedy. In the 
case of long leases an underlessee is the person who will suffer 
most loss by the enforcement of the forfeiture of the original 
lease, but he is not allowed to intervene to prevent it. It seems 
to us that the provisions of the section might reasonably be ex- 
tended to an underlessee of the whole of the premises included 
in the lease. In the case of underleases of portions of the de- 
mised premises there would no doubt be considerable difficulty 
in the application of the section. If an order for relief was 
made in Reroute of one underlessee and refused in the case of 
another, the lease would be put an end to in respect of one part 
of the premises, while it would still subsist as to the other part. 





WE noticep last week Mr. Pirr-Lewis’s scheme for the con- 
version of the existing county courts into district courts with 
unlimited jurisdiction. In an interesting article on ‘‘ The County 
Court System” contributed by Mr. Cuartes CauTHERLEy to the 
current number of the Law Quarterley Review an attempt is made 
to shew how the present business of the county courts ought to 
be re-arranged so as to secure their efficiency. As the author 
points out, courts, which were originally intended for the poor 
man, and in which nearly all the legal assistance that was re- 
quired was furnished by the officials, have been, by successive 
extensions of their jurisdiction, transformed into courts where 
— business is regularly transacted, and where solicitors 
and counsel are engaged just as in-the High Court. To under- 
stand the cause of this change it is only necessary to remember 
the raising of the limit in actions of contract to £50 with the 
provisions for remitting actions up to £100, the introduction of 
equity jurisdiction up to £500, and the intrusting to county 
courts of the whole bankruptcy business outside the metro- 
polls and of the jurisdiction under the Employers’ Lia- 

ility Act. The result, of course, in large courts is a block 
of business, and, as it is frequently difficult to separate 
the trivial from the important cases, repeated adjournments, 
with the consequent expense and waste of time, severely 
try the patience of suitors and advocates. In the opinion 
of Mr. Caurnertey there isa danger of the poor man being 
gradually elbowed from the court established for his benefit, 
though perhaps this is hardly consistent with the statistics 
quoted from the Leeds County Court, where it seems that four- 
fifths of the total fees are derived from cases under £10. How- 
ever, the inconveniences attending the present mode of conduct- 
ing business are well known, and Mr. Caurnertry’s remedy is 
the creation of a second court to be presided over by a registrar 
and with jurisdiction up to £10, the registrar to be precluded 
from private practice and to be appointed by the Lord Chan- 
, and not, as now, by the judge. In the registrar’s 
court the officials would prepare and serve all process, and 
receive and pay over to the plaintiffs all moneys recovered, 
as at present; in the judge’s court all such acts would be per- 
pide by the parties or their solicitors, as in the High Court. 
Mr. CavTHERLEY would provide for cases under £10 of special 


' difficulty or importance to be transferred to the judge, as well 


as cases in which a jury was demanded, unless both parties con- 
sented to trial before the registrar. The registrar would sit at 
all towns in the circuit, the judge at one or more of the larger 
ones only, according to the area, population, and travelling 
facilities of the district. This would enable the judge to sit de 
die in diem, at least within certain fixed dates, until his list was 
disposed of. The judge’s time would be economized by the 
diminution of travelling, and part-heard cases would not be in- 
definitely adjourned, while a stronger local bar would be estab- 
lished, and the conduct of business made more efficient. The 
re-arrangement of the circuits, the diminution of the number of 
judges, and the increase of their salaries, are matters incidental 
to 


scheme. ‘The article certainly contains some useful hints | 


for the reformers of the county court system. 


Ir 1s tn accordance with the present tendency of judicial deci- 
sion that implied stipulations should not be imported into agree- 
ments unless they are obviously necessary in order to carry out 
the intention of the parties. Recent examples in which the 
Court of Appeal has refused to import such stipulations will be 
found in Zurner v. Goldsmith (39 W. R. 547) and Hamlyn v. 
Wood (ante, p. 678). In the former the defendant, a manu- 
facturer, agreed with the plaintiff to employ him as his agent 
and traveller for a term of five years certain. The defendant’s 
manufactory was burnt down when there were still nearly three 
years of the five unexpired, and he made no attempt to resume 
his business or to carry it on elsewhere, or to afford the plaintiff 
any further employment. The plaintiff sued for breach of the 
agreement, and it was urged in defence that the contract was 
subject to an implied condition that the defendant’s place of 
business should continue to exist. Of course the question of 
implied conditions of this kind has been frequently discussed, 
and the case most in point seems to be Taylor v. Caldwell 
(11 W. R. 726, 3 B. & 8. 826). According to the judg- 
ment there delivered by Buiacxsurn, J., where a contractor 
has entered into a positive contract, he is bound to perform 
it, or pay damages for not doing so, even though, in consequence 
of unforeseen accidents, the performance becomes unexpectedly 
burdensome, or even impossible. At the same time, if such 
positive contract was entered into in contemplation of the con- 
tinued existence of some particular thing, then it may be subject 
to an implied condition that the destruction of the thing shall 
excuse non-performance. In that case, which related to the 
letting of gardens and a music-hall for the purpose of giving 
entertainments, it was held that there was a an implied con- 
dition, and, upon the hall being burnt down, the contract was 
deemed to be at an end. But the Court of Appeal declined to 
come to a similar conclusion in the present case. There was no 
reason why the defendant should not continue to find employ- 
ment for the plaintifi—the agreement was not expressly con- 
fined to articles manufactured by the defendant—even after the 
premises were burnt down. Consequently there was nothing to 
cut down the positive contract to employ for a term certain, and 
the plaintiff was entitled to damages. 





In THE OTHER case of Hamlyn v. Wood (supra), the defend- 
ants, a firm of brewers, agreed to sell to the plaintiffs at current 
rates all the grains made by them for a term of ten years. At 
the end of fivé years the defendants sold their business and 
thereupon discontinued the supply of grains to the plaintiffs. 
The latter brought the action and contended that there was an 
implied stipulation that the defendants should not wilfully do 
anything to prevent themselves from carrying on their business 
for the ten years. But this contention failed before the Court 
of Appeal. The case appears to be within the decision of the 
House of Lords in Rhodes v. Forwood (24 W. R. 1078, 1 App. 
Cas. 256) where, under somewhat similar circumstances, it was 
held that the transfer of the business during the period was an 
event which might well have been contemplated, and there was 
consequently no implied stipulation that it should continue 
to be carried on by the contracting party. The general 
principle with regard to implied stipulations was clearly stated 
by Bowen, L.J., in The Moorcock (37 W. R. 439, 14 P. D. 64), 
where he said that the implication was only drawn for the pur- 
pose of making the person promise in law as much, at all events, 
as must have been in the contemplation of the parties that he 
should promise. In Wood v. Hamlyn the contract was one of 
which each party took the benefit as long as it lasted, and in 
order to give efficiency to it it was not necessary to imply a 
stipulation that the defendants must carry on their business for 
the full period. Here, then, as in Zurner v. Goldsmith (supra), 
the implied stipulation was rejected. ° 





A CORRESPONDENT, referring to our remarks last week (ante, 
p- 778) on Lowther v. Caledonian Railway Co., says: ‘ Neither 
in your report of Lowther v. Caledonian Railway Co. (ante, p. 
665) nor in your editorial remarks upon that case which 
appeared in last week’s issue is there any mention of the case of 
Marquis of Salisbury v. London and North-Western Railway Co., 





| in which Jesser, M.R., gave a contrary decision to that recently 
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given by Sririine, J., in Lowther’s case. The Marquis of Salis- 
bury’s case, for some reason or other, does not appear in the usual 
reports, and may therefore have been overlooked in the recent 
case, but it is mentioned in the Weekly Notes of 1879 (p. 214), 
and also in Cripps’ Law of Compensation (2nd ed., p. 227). 
The question of whether a lord of a manor is entitled to com- 
pensation on the improved or unimproved basis is a very import- 

_ ant one, and in view of the above contrary decisions it would 
seem that the point is not yet by any means settled.”” We were 
not aware of the decision to which our correspondent usefully 
calls attention. According to the note in the Weekly Notes, the 
late Master of the Rolls held that as the lands must have been 
acquired only under the provisions of the Lands Clauses Act— 
for otherwise their acquisition would have been illegal—the en- 
franchisement must take place under that Act, and not under 
the Copyhold Act, 1852; and therefore the amount of compensa- 
tion must be assessed on the basis of its being ascertained within 
one month after entry by the company on the lands, or within 
three months after the inrolment of the conveyance on «he court 
rolls, whichever first happened, as provided by section 96 of the 
Lands Clauses Act. 


THE DEEDS OF INFANTS. 


Tue judgments delivered in the Court of Appeal in Walter v. 
Everard (39 W. R. 676) contain abundant authority to shew 
that an infant may, under suitable circumstances, bind himself 
by deed. Lirrieron, indeed, says (section 259) that any deed, 
obligation, or other writing made by an infant serves for 
nothing, and may be avoided, and in Gylbert v. Fletcher (Cro. 
Car. 179), where an action was brought against an infant who 
had absented himself from his service, it was held that the 
covenant or obligation of an infant for his apprenticeship would 
not bind him, and consequently no remedy on it would lie against 
him. But Coxe (172a) takes exception to the generality of the 
rule laid down by Lirrieron, and says that an infant may 
bind himself to pay for his “ necessary meat, drink, apparel, 
necessary physic, and such other necessaries, and likewise for 
his good teaching or instruction, whereby he may profit himself 
afterwards.” ‘The bond, however, must secure merely the price 
of such necessaries, for if the infant bind himself to pay for 
them in an obligation or other writing with a penalty this will 
not bind him. The distinction thus taken is recognized in the 
case of Ayliffe v. Archdale (Cro. Eliz. 920), where the plaintiff 
had paid certain money for the necessary meat and drink of the 
defendant, being an infant, and had taken an obligation in the 
double sum for payment. The court held this to be void, 
though if he had taken an obligation for the very sum which 
he had laid out for the infant’s necessary maintenance it would 
have been otherwise. And this case, as well as the passage 
from Coxe upon LirrteTon, were cited in Russel v. Lee (1 
Lev. 86), where a similar decision was given. To the same 
effect again is Harcrave’s note that Lord Coxr’s words imply 
that a single bond—that is, one without a penalty—being given 
for necessaries, may be good as against an infant ; “and so it 
hath been frequently adjudged.” 

Apart from the case of Gylbert v. Fletcher above referred to 
no doubt seems ever to have been thrown on the law as thus 
laid down, and a curious application was made of it in Keane v. 
Boycott (2 H. Bl. 511). An infant slave in the West Indies 
executed an indenture by which he covenanted to serve the 
plaintiff, who was coming to Europe, as his servant for five 
years, and the plaintiff covenanted to find him food, lodging, 
and clothing, and medical assistance in case of sickness. The 

laintiff soon after arrived in this country and went with the 
Sar to Cheltenham. While they were there, the defendant, 
who was a captain in the army on a recruiting party, met the 
boy in the street and asked him to enlist. This the latter did, 
first informing the defendant of his contract of service with the 
plaintiff. The defendant nevertheless despatched the boy to the 
regiment, and the plaintiff thereupon sued the defendant for 
seducing him away from his service. For the defendant it was 
argued that, as the boy was both an infant and slave when the 
indenture was entered into, it was clearly void, and therefore, 


lie. But Hearn, J., suggested that possibly the effect of the 
master entering into a contract with'the infant might be to en- 
franchise him, and hence, as it would be for his benefit, the 
ee was tops voidable by be gaat and ne was not com- 

tent for a thi to excuse his own tort by alleging that 
i was void. Upon. this footing according] "tho my was 
decided, Eyrz, C.J., quoting the authorities above referred to, 
and drawing from them the conclusion that for such things 
as the court could pronounce to be necessaries the infant 
might bind himself even by deed. He also took the liberal 
view that a contract having the effect of emancipation from 
slavery must be as acontract for necessaries. Other 
authorities in which the same rule has been recognized are 
Baylis v. Dineley (3 M. & 8. 477) and Cooper v. Simmons (10 
W. R. 271, 7 H. & N. 707). 

It is clear, then, that there is no general rule that the deed of 
an infant as such is of no effect. On the contrary, provided it 
does not contain a penalty, and provided it secures only the 
price of necessaries, it is binding on the infant, and an action 
against him may be brought upon it. But this, as was pointed 
out by the Master of the Rolls in Walter v. Everard (supra), 
amounts to no more than saying that the mere fact of the 
obligation being created by deed shall not excuse the infant 
from a liability to which he might otherwise be subject. With- 
out a deed he might render himself liable for the price of the 
necessaries supplied to him, and the deed is only binding so far 
as it can be shewn to secure such price. ‘You must,” said 
Lord Esxxr, “consider whether they were necessaries subject 
to the ordinary definition of necessaries, and you must consider 
whether the price claimed in res of them is reasonable. 
You must do everything which you would have to do if there 
were no deed, and although in all other cases of deed you would 
not have to do it.” In other words, so soon as it is clear that 
the infant might have bound himself by a parol contract, then 
the validity of his deed, binding him to exactly the same extent, 
is ascertained. 

The decision of the Court of Appeal, however, was not in- 
tended to overrule the principle established by Gylbert v. 
Fletcher (supra), that an infant cannot be sued upon his covenant 
to serve, and in the recent case of Francesco v. Barnum (38 W. R. 
187) Currry, J., drew from it the conclusion that an injunction 
cannot be granted against an infant to restrain a breach of his 
covenant. In Gylbert v. Fletcher it was pointed out that the 
master had other remedies. If the apprentice misbehaved 
himself the master might correct him in his service, or might 
take him before the justices to have him punished ; and hence in 
Walter v. Everard Fry, L.J., suggested that it was the existence 
of these remedies which disincli the courts to allow the 
apprentice to be sued on the covenant. But, whatever may be 
the real justification of the decision in Gylbert v. Fletcher it is to 
be regarded as an exception from the general rule that an 
infant may be sued upon his deed in cases where, from its 
subject-matter, it is binding upon him, and he may certainly 
be sued upon it so far as he thereby undertakes to pay for 
necessaries supplied to him. 





EVIDENCE BY COMMISSION. 
Il. 

In addition to the procedure by way of writ of mandamus—described 
in the foregoing paper—the examination of witnesses abroad may be 
taken (a) under a writ of commission, (0) by a special examiner, or 
(c) under a letter of request. 

We shall deal first, and very ager | with the practice relating to 
each of these modes of taking evidence, and afterwards with the 
general law defining the circumstances under which an order for the 


examination of witnesses abroad may be obtained. 


EXAMINATIONS UNDER A WRIT OF COMMISSION. 


Enactments, &c., relating to.—1 Will. 4, c. 22, ing the provi- 
sions of 13 Geo. 3, c. 63, and enabling examinations to be taken upon 
interrogatories de bene esse, where viva voce evidence could not con- 
veniently be had (repealed by 46 & 47 Vict. ¢. 49); 22 Vict. c. 20 
(Evidence by Commission Act, 1859); R. 8. C., ord. 37; 48 & 49 
Vict. c. 74 (Evidence by Commission Act, 1885). 





the contract for service not being binding, the action would not 





Procedure.—A writ of commission may be obtained by summons in 
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chambers or on notice of motion (see Dan. C. F., Nos. 38, 43, 716), 
supported by an affidavit (see Chitty’s Forms, p. 284; Dan. C. F., 
No. 717) sworn by the plaintiff or the defendant (as the case may be), 
or his solicitor, or the solicitor’s clerk having the management of the 
action, The application should be made not before, and as soon as 
ome after, issue joined (Stewart v. Gladstone, 1877, 7 Ch. D. 394). 

fore that stage in an action it is generally impossible to say who 
are necessary and material witnesses,* and the court or a judge will 
not make an order for a commission on an application before issue 
joined, except in cases of extreme urgency.t The affidavit in support 
of the application for a commission should state (1) that issue has 
been joined, (2) the names of at least some of the witnesses to be 
examined,{ and (3) that their evidence is material. Forms (a) of 
orders for the issue of commissions will be found in the R. S. C., 
Appx. K, Nos. 36, 37; (b) of writs of commission, of commissioners, 
interpreters, witnesses, and clerk’s oath, of interrogatories, and of 
commissioners’ certificate, are given in Daniell’s C. F., pp. 294-8. In 
order to obviate the difficulty raised in IVilson v. De Coulon (1883, 22 
Ch. D. 841), the writ of commission should contain a clause giving a 
single commissioner authority to administer an oath to himself. On 
the execution of the commission, the acting commissioners should in- 
dorse on the commission, and sign, the ‘‘ return’’ (Dan. C. F., No. 728), 
and transmit to the senior master of the Supreme Court of Judicature, 
Royal Courts of Justice, the following documents, closed up and sealed 
by them are the commission, with the ‘‘ return” indorsed, (2) the 
certificate of execution (Dan. C. F., No. 729), and (3) the depositions. 


EXAMINATIONS BY A SPECIAL EXAMINER. 

Tn all cases in which it is competent to apply for a writ of com- 
mission, application may be made either in court or in chambers 
(cf. Reed v. Prest, Kay, Appx. xiv., and Dan. C. F., Nos. 701, 702) 
for the appointment of a special examiner to take evidence abroad. 
The summons or motion should be supported by an affidavit (see 
Dan. C. F., No. 703) setting forth the circumstances under which 
the application is made, and the name and style of the proposed 
examiner. Parties (Re Smith, Knight, & Co., L. R. 8 Eq. 23), but not 
mere witnesses (Ie Contract Corporation, 1871, L. R. 13 Eq. 27), are en- 
titled to be heard on, and to object to, the appointment of a special 
examiner. No captious objection will prevail.§ A form of order for 
the appointment of a special examiner’ to take evidence abroad is 
given in R. 8. C., Appx. K, No. 37 (c). The following form is taken 
from, the London Bank of Mexico and South America v. Hart (1868, 
L. R. 6 Eq. 467) :—‘‘ Upon motion this day made, &c., it is ordered 
that A. B. and C. D., of Bogota, in the United States of Colombia ; 
E. F. (Englishman), H.M. Chargé d’ Affaires to the United States of 
Colombia; G. H. and I. K. and L. M. (an Englishman), all of 
Bogota, be appointed examiners for taking the examination of wit- 
nesses residing at Bogota, or elsewhere in the United States of 
Colombia; and it is ordered that A. B. and E. F. do alone act as 
examiners, unless they, or either of them, is by illness or other suffi- 
cient cause incapacitated from acting, and in case the said A, B. 
is so incapacitated from acting, C. D. is to act in his place as 
one of such examiners, but if the said C. D. is so incapacitated as 
aforesaid, then the said G. H. is to act as one of such examiners, and 
if the said G. H. is so incapacitated as aforesaid, then the said I. K. 
is to act as one of such examiners, and in case the said E. F. is so 
incapacitated as aforesaid, then the said L. M. is to act as one of such 
examiners.” Mutatis mutandis, this form is better than that given in 
Appx. K, No. 37 (c). 

An order for the appointment of a special examiner may be made 
even when some of the witnesses whom it is proposed to examine 
are in fact parties. This point was considered in the Banque Franco- 
Eqyptienne v. Lutscher (1879, 28 W. R. 133, 41 L. T. N. 8S. 468). 
This was a motion for the appointment of a special examiner|| to 
examine certain of the plaintiffs who were resident in Paris, and 
were only interested in the subject-matter of the action to such a 
small extent that they declined to come to England to prosecute 
their claim. Their evidence was necessary, however, to support the 
claim of the sutstantial plaintiff, the Banque Franco-Egyptienne. 
Fry, J., made the order asked for. 


EXAMINATIONS UNDER A LETTER OF REQUEST. 
In certain foreign countries—notably Germany—only an officer of 


* Mordel vy. Steele (1841, 8 M. & W. 300). 

+ Spalding v. Mure (2 Tidd. 814) and Finney v. Beesley (1851, 17 Q. B. 86). 

+ This rule is so well settled that it is unnecessary to examine cases in support of it 
here (see Ta: lor’s Evid,, s. 509). Where the applicant defends in a representative 
character, is ready to bring the money into court (Cow v. Kinnersley, 1844, 6 M. & G. 
931), or where the necessity for a commission appears on the pleadings ( Hougemout v. Royal 
eg ena a a. — ya = names of the witnesses may be dispensed 

ui! » an order Ww: : made that the opposite party be furnished with the names 

within a rasonable time. wit _ 

¢In Ongley v. Hill (22 W. R. 817) the British Minister at Teheran was appointed special 
examiner, although one of the witnesses was his personal attendant. 


, 
{| Acseoting to the Law Times, it was a motion for a commission. But it is clear, oven 
on the face of the Law Times report (ubi sup.), that this is an error. : 


| The names of the plaintiffs that were to be examined iielinl h tie oad 
the costs of the motion were directed to be costs in the cause, in the order, and 
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the foreign court is entitled to administer an oath. The appointment 
of commissioners or of a special examiner to take evidence in such 
countries is both useless and dangerous, for the laesa majestas of a 
foreign State is apt to be resentful. To meet this difficulty ord. 37, 
r. 6a, provides that “if in any case the court or a judge shall so 
order, there shall be issued a request to examine witnesses in lieu of 
a commission.”* A letter of request may be obtained by summons 
in chambers, or on notice of motion (see Form of Summons, Brac. 
or notice Dan. C. F. 729a). ‘The letter of request,’’+ say the 
editors of the Annual Practice (1891, p. 648), ‘should be prepared 
by the solicitor and taken with the order for its issue, and the under- 
taking of the solicitor to be responsible for expenses incurred.in the 
execution (P. M. R. 13a, R. 8. C., Appx., Part V.), and left at the 
Writ Department (Rooms 68, 69). It is there sealed with the date of 
issue, and also with the seal for documents to be used abroad. The 
letter is not returned to the solicitor, but, after signature by the pre- 
sident of the division to which the action is assigned, is transmitted 
from the Writ Department to H.M. Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs.”’{ 

Rule 6a provides that Forms 37a and 37b in Appendix K shall be 
used “ with such variation as circumstances may require.” Even a 
material variation will be sanctioned, if necessary. In Lister v. 
Norton (1885, 2 P. O. R. 135) the plaintiff moved for and obtained 
the issue of a letter of request to a German court to examine a 
witness in Berlin. The notice of motion was drawn in a special 
form, to meet the requirements of German procedure. The registrar 
drew up the minutes of the order in the common form, merely pro- 
viding that a letter of request should issue, and not in the special 
form asked by the notice of motion. Currry, J., directed that the 
order should provide for the issue of a letter of request substantially 
in the terms of the notice. 

In spite of the maxim omnis definitio in jure periculosa est we will 
endeavour to state the law as to the circumstances under which, and 
the conditions subject to which, the English courts will order the 
examination of witnesses abroad in the form of propositions, illus- 
trated by cases. 

1. An order for the examination of witnesses abroad is a matter of 
judicial discretion. 

In Coch v. Allcock (1888, 21 Q. B. D. 178) it was argued, on the 
assumed authority of Kemp v. Tennant (1885, 2 Times Rep. 304), that 
where an application is made bond jide, and it is shewn that a wit- 
ness’s evidence is material, and that he is out of the jurisdiction, the 
granting of a commission is ex debito justitie. But this doctrine was 
rejected by the Court of Appeal (if, indeed, it was laid down in Kemp 
, Ae: lake and the practice was settled according to the rule above 
stated. 

There are various corollaries to this proposition. (a) No general 
rule as to when an order will be granted can be laid down. It must 
depend on the circumstances of gach case. Where, for instance, the 
applicant is a party, the discretion will be exercised in a stricter 
manner (Coch v. Allcock, ubi sup., at p. 181), and the applicant “‘ must 
make out by affidavit a strong prima facie case why he should not attend 
and be examined at the trial” (Light v. Governor and Company of 
Anticosti, 1888, 58 L. T. 25; also Nadin v. Bassett, 1883, 25 Ch. D. 
21, and Lawson v. Vacuum Brake Co., 1884, 27 Ch. D. 137).  (b) The 
discretion exercised by the court or a judge will not be lightly over- 
ruled on appeal. Where the Court of Appeal is merely doubtful as to 
the propriety of the course taken by the court below in granting an 
order, terms may be imposed. Thus, in Coch v. Allcock the costs of 
the commission were left to the discretion of the judge that tried the 
case. Where, however, a wrong principle has been applied, or a 
serious miscarriage of justice has taken place, or fresh evidence is 
forthvoming, the Court of Appeal will interfere: Berdon v. Green- 
wood (1880, 20 Ch. D. 764n.). 

2. An order for the examination of a witness abroad will not be 
made unless the court is satisfied § 


(a) that the application is made bona fide. 


Illustrations. (1) C. claimed to prove for £7,000 against the estate 
of B., a widow, who died intestate at Marseilles on the Ist of May, 
1878. The claim was founded on a document signed by B. in 1872, 
by which she purported to draw on the Bank of England at sight for 
£7,000. The document was indorsed by B. in favour of G., with 
whom she was living and passing as his wife, and was indorsed in 
1876 by G. to C., in whose favour G., in 1878, executed another in- 
strument, which might or might not create an equitable charge or an 
assignment of some interest under the cther document. Fry, J., 
holding that the case was primd facie suspicious, and that G. ought 
to be subjected to a drastic cross-examination, refused to )grant a 


* This rule was made on October 1, 1884. The notes on “letters of request” in the 
Annual Practice for 1891, p. 648, are exceedingly good. 

+ See Forms 37a and 37b in Appx. K and Dan. C. F. 729b. 

+ Or for the Colonies, as the case may be; letters of request being now frequently 
issued in lieu of commissions to colonial courts. 


_t Here we follow, to some extent, the arrangement of sub-heading in the Annual Prac- 
tice (see p. 645). 
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commission (Re Boyse, 1882, 20 Ch. D. 760). (2) B., a citizen of the 
United States, sued G. & Co. for commission, alleged to have been 
earned by him under a contract with G. & Co. to use his influence 
with the Government of Russia to procure orders for the manufacture 
by G. & Co. of certain machines for the said Government. G. & Co. 
denied the alleged services rendered. B. applied for a commission 
to have his evidence taken at Bucharest, where he was residing, on 
the ground that a journey to England would be dangerous to his life. 
It appeared that B.’s case rested principally on his own evidence ; 
and he had unsuccessfully opposed an application by the defendants 
for the examination on commission of certain witnesses abroad with 
whom B. alleged that he had used his influence. The Court of 
Appeal, not being satisfied as to B.’s bona fides, refused a commission 
(Berdan v. Greenwood, 1880, 20 Ch. D. 764 n.).* 








A READING OF THE NEW STATUTES. 
The Tithe Act, 1891 (54 Vict. c. 8). 
I,—TuHE RECOVERY OF TITHE RENT-CHARGE (Continued). 


(4) The mode of enforcing an order made by the county court (con- 
tinued).—{b) Where the landowner is not in occupation.—After the pro- 
vision of sub-section (2) of section 2, under which, in cases where it is 
shewn to the court that the landowner is in occupation, an officer is 
appointed to distrain, sub-section (3) goes on to enact that, in any 
other case, the order shall be executed by the appointment by the 
court of a receiver of the rents and profits of the lands, and such re- 
ceivership will extend to any other lands which would be liable to be 
distrained upon under the provisions of section 85 of the Tithe Act, 
1836. The burden of the tithe rent-c is thus taken entirely off 
the tenant, and, in accordance with the policy of the Act, it is thrown 
upon the owner of the land. The tenant is no longer liable to be dis- 
trained upon, but the charge is satisfied out of the rent before this 
reaches the pocket of the owner. The provision as to the extension 
of the receivership to other lands requires examination. Section 85 
of the Act of 1836 enacts that any other land in the same parish—say, 
Whiteacre—occupied by the same person as the occupier of the land 
in respect of which the arrears of tithe rent-charge are due—say, 
Blackacre—shall be liable to be.distrained upon, and that whether the 
occupier of Whiteacre occupies as owner thereof, or as tenant under 
the same landlord under whom he holds Blackacre. Of course, if 
both Blackacre and Whiteacre are held under the same landlord, the 
tenant will not be hurt by the receivership extending to both. But if 
the tenant of Blackacre, in respect of which the arrears are due, 
happens to be the owner of Whiteacre, the provision will have a result 
that can hardly have been contemplated by the framers of the Act. 
Although the rent-charge is papeite solely by the owner of Black- 
acre, yet the receivership order may be executed against the owner of 
Whiteacre, and, unless he pays the arrears or attorns tenant to the 
receiver, he will, apparently, be liable to be distrained upon under 
rule 23. Such distress, indeed, can only take place under the direc- 
tion of the court, and possibly, in the case supposed, the direction 
would not be given. But it is not very satisfactory to have to rely on 
the discretion of the court to correct the errors of the Legislature. 
The old extension of the power of distress to other land in the same 
parish may have been proper when the remedy was really against 
the occupier, but it is quite foreign to a system which expressly aims 
at absolving the occupier from liability. 

Sub-section (4), Sollowieg Bailey v. Badham (30 Ch. D. 84), pro- 
vides that the court shall not have power to order a sale of the 
lands, but, subject to the prescribed regulations, it is to have the 
same power over receivers as in any other case, and may confer upon 
a person appointed receiver under the Act all the powers which it can 
ordinarily confer upon receivers. The ial regulations as to 
receivers are contained in rules 15 to 23. Rules 15 and 16 provide 
for the extension of the receivership to other lands under sub-section 
(3) and section 86 of the Act of 1836, and for the ascertainment of 
such lands. These vag & be specified by the applicant in his notice of 
application, and then they are added to the schedule to the receiver- 
ship order. But if they have not been so specified, or have been 
specified inaccurately, the duty of ascertaining them, or of correcting 
the error, is cast upon the receiver. By rule 17 the applicant may 
nominate a receiver in his notice of application, and the court will 
appoint accordingly unless for special reasons it otherwise determines. 

ere there is no such nomination, or where the nomination is not 
adopted, the selection, of course, rests with the court. Upon his 
appointment the receiver will give notice to the occupiers (rule 18), 
requiring them to attorn as tenants to him and to give him an 
necessary particulars of their tenancies. If information is refused, 





* In this case (ubi sup., at p. 766) Baacauiay, L.J., said: “I think that even in the 
extreme case where the refusal of a commission might prevent the evidence of the witness 
from being given at all, yet if the court was satisfied that the non-attendance of the wit- 
ness before the tribunal which had to decide the case would lead to injustice to the de- 
fendant, the commission still ought to be refused.” 





the occupier may be summoned before the court and examined asa 
witness pages ; —- he i ye Sen pe and it — 
necessary to enforce the payment of his rent, the court may make an 
order authorizing the pn a to distrain in the name of the owner of 
the lands (rule 20). 

In way be we Sues seen, Mgr +" tr ee of the land - in 
occupation, the remedy against hi i e appointment of an 
officer to distrain ; but it will occasionally happen in such a case that 
a receiver is appointed. The course to be alegeed by the receiver is 
indicated by rule 23. The owner may, of course, pay the money, or 
he may attorn tenant to the receiver, so as to enable the latter to 
obtain the profits of the land. Otherwise the receiver makes a report 
to the court, and the court may thereupon direct that the tithe rent- 
charge shall be recovered in the manner provided by the Act where 
the occupier is the owner—that is, by distress ; ‘the receiver being, in 
the absence of special reasons to the con , the person to distrain. 
Ten clear days, however, are allowed after the making of an order for 
distress before it takes effect, and opportunity is "pe to the alleged 
owner to object. If notice of objection is filed, the operation of the 
order is further suspended until the matter can be heard. 

As the powers of the receiver extend only to land in the parish 
where the arrears of tithe rent-charge have become due, provision has 
to be made for the case where such land is held with land in another 
parish at a single rent, and this is done by the latter part of sub- 
section (3), wer which the rent may be apportioned. This appor- 
tionment is regulated by rules 25 to 28. The fact that an apportion- 
ment will be required may be stated in the notice of application, or it 
may be shewn at the hearing. In either of these cases the court 
must, on the appointment of the receiver or as soon after as ible, 
apportion the rent according to the rateable value of the lands. The 
apportionment takes effect immediately it is made, and the — 
of the apportioned rent by the occupier to the receiver is, as between 
the occupier and the owner, to be deemed a payment on account of 


the total rent (sub-section (3) ). _ But where no order for apportion- 
ment is made at the hearing, and the receiver subsequently vers 
the necessity for one, he can obtain it on application to the court (rule 


26). Ana portionment so made takes effect after notice to the parties 
unless, within five days of the service of notice, notice of objection is 
filed (rule 27). In this latter case a day is appointed for hearing the 
objection (rule 28). 

(c) Where lands are let at a rent not sufficient to enable the receiver to 
recover the sum ordered to be recovered.—This case is really a branch of 
the last. The owner is not in occupation, and therefore the remedy 
against him is the appointment of a receiver. But owing to the land 
being let either rent free, or at a rent below the actual value, the 
receiver is not able to obtain sufficient funds to satisfy the arrears of 
the tithe rent-charge. The procedure which he is then to adopt is 
indicated by section 4. He is to satisfy the court that the rent is in- 
sufficient, and then the court, after notice to the owner and the 
occupier of the land, and after a them if they so desire, may 
direct that the order for recovery of arrears shall be executed as 
though the occupier were the owner of the lands. The brunt of the 
payment is thus thrown upon the occupier, and he is liable to be dis- 
trained upon. But any amount so recovered from him, together with 
interest at four per cent., he may recover from the landowner by action, 
and he may also deduct it from any sums at any time becoming due 
from him to the landowner. The procedure under section 4 is regulated 
by rules 29 to 31. The receiver, upon finding the rent insufficient, 
puts the court in motion by a report in writing, and the court, if 
satisfied that the report makes out a primd facie case, gives notice to 
the occupier of the lands informing him that an order for distress will 
be made, and giving him an opportunity to object. Notice of the 
hearing is also served on the titheowner and the landowner. Finaliy, 
if no reason to the contrary is shewn, the order for distress is made, 
the receiver being in general the person appointed to distrain. 





REVIEWS. 
THE NEW STAMP ACT. 


Tae Stamp Act, 1891, AND THE Stamp Duties MANAGEMENT AcrT, 
1891. -WirH AN INTRODUCTION AND NoTES, AND A Copious 
InDEX. By NATHANIEL JOSEPH HiIGHMORE, Barrister-at-Law, 
Assistant-Solicitor of Inland Revenue: Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


Tue Law oF Stamp DvriEs oN DEEDS AND OTHER INSTRUMENTS. 
CoNTAINING THE STAMP Act, 1891; THE Stamp DuTIES MANAGE- 
MENT Act, 1891; a SumMARY OF CAsE LAw; NOTES OF PRACTICE 
AND ADMINISTRATION; THE PROBATE, LEGACY AND SUCCESSION, 
AccOoUNT AND EstaTE DuTIEs ; AND THE ExctsE LICENCE DUTTEs. 
BEING THE SECOND EpITION oF “‘ A DiGEsT OF THE LAW RELATING 
to Stamp Duties.” By E. N. APs, Barrister-at-Law, of the 
Solicitors’ Department, Inland Revenue. Jordan & Sons. 


We notice these two works at once in consequence of the general 
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_ terms, which was 
to 


desire of a to provide themselves with a manual of the 
new § ct, but we must decline the responsibility of definitely 
deciding between them. Our feeling, on a cursory examination, is 
expressed by Gray’s trite lines— 
“* How happy could I be with either 
Were t’other dear charmer away.’’ 
The first-mentioned book is by the Assistant-Solicitor of Inland 
Revenue, who was associated with the Solicitor in the drafting of the 
Bills. It contains a useful comparative table shewing the correspond- 
ence between the sections of the Acts of 1891 with the sections of the 
antecedent law, and an introduction containing an exceedingly com- 
plete statement of all the alterations relating to the charges of duty 
in the schedule. The new Act is then given in full, with notes to the 
sections, which are usually short, and are apparently constructed on 
the principle of citing only selected important cases. 
other book, also by a barrister connected with the Solicitors’ 
Department, has, in its previous shape, been already reviewed in this 
journal. It still retains the principle of grouping the sections of the 
new Act containing particular regulations under the heads of charge 
to which they relate, and the notes on practice are full, practical, and 
useful ; designed, in many cases, to save the trouble of an application 
for adjudication. We can speak from use for some time of the 
handiness and practical value of Mr. Alpe’s book. 





PUBLIC HEALTH, 


THe Pustic HEALTH (Lonpon) Act, 1891, wirH INTRODUCTION, 
Norges, AnD INDEX. By ALEXANDER Macmorran, M.A., 
Barrister-at-Law. Shaw & Sons. 


We are glad to welcome the appearance of this excellently printed 
and arranged book. The importance of the Act with which it deals 
can hardly be overrated. As Mr. Macmorran says in his introduc- 
tion, it is intended to do for the metropolis what the Public Health 
Act, 1875, did for the rest of the country. It repeals a large 
number of statutes formerly in force in the metropolis, and consoli- 
dates these while at the same time amending them, so that we may 
now be said to have a sanitary code applicable to the metropolis. 
The Act applies to the administrative county of London, and thus 
the area of its operation is the same as the area under the jurisdic- 
tion of the London County Council. But while the council has 
extensive duties and powers conferred upon it, the authorites 
immediately charged with the execution of the Act comprise the 
numerous vestries and district boards referred to in section 99. 
Between the present time, therefore, and the first day of January 
next, when the Act comes into operation, a large number of persons 
ought to acquaint themselves with its provisions, and in grappling 
with the task the present work will be found to afford all 
needful assistance. Professional readers, moreover, will be materially 
helped by the references which in general are given under each 
sub-section to the previous enactments, if any, on the same subject, 
and by the careful manner in which the cases have been stated or 
referred to in the notes. As might be expected, the note following 
the definition of “ street” (section 141) forms quite a treatise on that 
troublesome term. The index appears to be very complete, and a 
bold, clear type is introduced to indicate the leading matters dealt 
with, which usefully arrests the eye. Altogether the work has been 
very carefully brought out, and is likely to be popular. 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 
PETO ». APPERLEY—2nd October. 


Trapgs Unrons—Intmimation—Insury To Propertry—‘‘ Just “CAusE or 
Excvusr ’’—INsuNcTION. 


The plaintiff, Basil Edward Peto, a contractor, was a member of a 
firm of Peto Brothers, who were engaged in erecting an extension of the 
Cane Hill Asylum at Coulsdon, in Surrey, under a. contract with the 
London County Council, binding them to complete the works at a fixed 
date, under a ty of £25 a day, and there was no provision for any 
extension of in case of strikes. On the 17th of September posters 
were stuck up on the entrance gates to the works and other places in the 
vicinity, and were also distributed in Reigate. The posters were as 
follows :—‘‘ London United Trades Committee of Carpenters and Joiners, 
10, -street, Strand.—Wanted ! mters and Joiners to keep away 
from Hill — pending the settlement of the London strike.— 
By order of the ttee, W. Apprrizgy, Sec. pro tem.’? This action 
was brought against Apperley for an injunction restraining him from 
printing, issuing, g, distributing, or otherwise advertising the 
above notice, or interfering with the workmen employed on the 


jmeiene Beg Cane Hill Asylum, and for damages. On the 23rd of 
September the plaintiff moved er parte for an injunction in the above 
ted by Jeune, J., until the 1st of October, with 
serve ve of motion for the 30th of September, when the 


leave 





motion was opened, and, the argument not being concluded, was resumed 
on Friday, October 2nd. The plaintiff swore in support of his applica- 
tion for an injunction that the posters in question were calculated to 
cause serious injury to his business, and that some of the carpenters and 
joiners working for the plaintiff’s firm would be induced to leave the 
work, and that his firm would be prevented from obtaining other men to 
carry out the works, and would incur the penalties for default. The 
plaintiff further stated there was no strike or lock-out of carpenters and 
joiners upon his works at Cane Hill or in the neighbourhood. The 
defendant, Apperley, who is the Secretary of the London United Trades 
Committee of Carpenters and Joiners, in his affidavit in opposition, stated 
that the object of the committee was to improve the position of the 
journeyman carpenters, and in issuing the posters there was no intention 
of specially injuring the plaintiff, the object being to induce workmen 
not to seek employment of them pending a settlement of the questions 
at issue between the masters and journeymen. He also stated that the 
aig had locked out his men, but the plaintiff swore that he had 
ocked out no men at Cane Hill. The defendant also stated in his 
affidavit that there had been a strike and lock-out, but the plaintiff 
stated that the strikes and lock-outs were strictly confined to the London 
district. In support of the injunction it was urged that the acts of the 
defendant were a restraint of the plaintiff’s trade, and constituted an 
injury to property, which the court would protect. The combination to 
injure the plaintiff was not legul, and was done by the committee of a 
society, which was not protecting its own property or business. The 
object must necessarily be to injure the plaintiff. The following cases 
were cited :—Springhead Spinning Co. v. Riley (16 W. R. 1138, L. R. 6 Eq. 
551), The Mogul Steamship Co. v. McGregor (37 W. R. 286, 23 Q. B. D. 598), 
The Plymouth Intimidation case (Times L. R., vol. 7, p. 650) ; and the Con- 
7. and Protection of Property Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 86), was 
refe to. 


JzuneE, J., refused the injunction, and said, in giving judgment, that 
if he had to decide the matters finally more investigation would be 
necessary. The facts of the case were very simple. The objects were 
the objects of a trades union society, and it was clear on the evidence 
that no threats or intimidation had been used within the meaning of the 
Conspiracy and Protection of Property Act, 1875. The Plymouth Intimida- 
tion case was very similar to the present, and in point. There was no 
evidence that the defendant was actuated by personal spite or 
personal feeling against the plaintiff. There was no precedent 
of an action of this kind. The Springhead Spinning Co. v. Riley bore 
a superficial resemblance to the present case, but there the similarity 
ceased. What was done in that case was in pursuance of a criminal 
conspiracy, for which action would lie, but in this case there was no 
criminal act. Neither were the cases whee persons had been induced to 
break contracts applicable here, and there was no inducement to commit 
an illegal act. The whole point was whether there was ‘‘ just cause or 
excuse,’’ to use the words of Bowen, L.J., in The Mogul Steamship Co. v. 
McGregor, for what was being done. It was done in furtherance of the 
objects of a trades union, and was not illegal. Anything done in pur- 
suance of those objects was done with ‘‘ just cause or excuse.”” That 
appeared to him to be the test whereby the present case would ultimately 
have to be decided. In the absence of precedent, he did not feel able to 
say that there was any such clear cause of action as would justify him 
in interfering by way of injunction. He greatly doubted whether it 
made any material difference to the plaintiff whether the posters of the 
particular bill complained of was restrained from now until the trial or 
not. He had also to consider the rights of the association, and there did 
not appear to him any very important ground for interfering in this 
matter. He was not, therefore, able to interfere by way of injunction, 
and the motion would be refused, but costs reserved.—CounssEL, Eustace 
Smith ; Fischer, Q.C., and Besley. Soutcrrors, Mackrell, Maton, § Godlec ; 
Shaen, Roscoe, Massey, § Co. 


HAILE v. LILLINGSTONE—7th October. 


Trave Dispute—Insvury to Propertry—*‘ Boycorrinc ’’—IntTImMIpATION — 
INJUNCTION. 


This was a motion to continue an interim injunction restraining the 
defendants from printing, distributing, or exhibiting any bill or bills, or 
other notice or advertising, appealing to the public, trade unionists, or 
any persons to refuse their custom to, or boycott, the plaintiff, or his shop 
or shops, or requesting the public, trade unionists, or any person to do 
any act injurious to the plaintiff in his trade or business. The plaintiff 
carried on business at No. 288, Harrow-road, and elsewhere in London, as 
a cheesemonger. The bill complained of was headed ‘‘ Boycott the 
Sweater.—An Appeal to the Public and Trade Unionists,’’ and continued, 
** Boycott Haile, cheesemonger, 288, Harrow-road, the blackleg trades- 
man, who has acted the part of Pecksniff right through the agitation, 
and let every self- ting man and woman with a sense of duty 
towards others resent the contemptible part played by Haile* and support 
the shop assistants in the vigorous measures taken against those who, by 
their refusal to co-operate with their fellow-tradesmen in shortening the 
hours of labour, are making our lives one weary long round of toilsome, 
monotonous labour, working as we are fourteen to sixteen hours a day. 
The boycott is the only weapon now left for us to use, having tried moral 

ressure and Acts of Parliament without avail, and all hope in that 
aes tion has been crushed out, therefore boycott the above and deal 
exclusively with those who, by giving a few hours’ leisure to their 
assistants, shew they are worthy of support.’? The notice was signed by 
the defendant, L. W. Lillingstone, the Honorary Secretary of the 


Paddington and Harrow-road Branch of the Shop Assistants’ Union. An 
argument very similar to that in Peto v. Apperley (reported above) was now 
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addressed to the court, and it was stated that the plaintiff’s business was 
being very seriously damaged by what was being done. 

Jeunes, J., said that after the Plymouth Intimidation case (Times L. R., 
vol. 7, p. 650) it was impossible to say that what was being done amounted 
to intimidation. The dispute seemed to be a trade dispute merely. 
Clearly no cause of action had been shewn, and no authority had been 
produced supporting the plaintiff’s contention. The reasons had been 
more fully stated in Peto v. Apperley, and he did not intend to recapitulate 
them in the present case. The injunction must be refused. Costs would 
be reserved.—Counse., Eustace Smith ; Eldridge. Soutcrrors, W. H. Walter 
§ Son; W. T. Reeve Knapp. 


GOOCH v. LEA—7th October. 


Pracrice—Contempt or Court—Inrant—WaArpD or Court—INTERFERENCE 
witu—CommirraL—Costs. 


This was an application by the plaintiffs, Sir Alfred Gooch and his infant 
son, that Lady Gooch, the mother of the infant, might be committed for 
neglecting to deliver up the infant at St. Aubyn’s House, Lowestoft, at the 
school of John B. Payne, pursuant to an order of the 22nd of September, 
1891, and that she might be restrained from attempting to remove the 
infant from the custody of the schoolmaster and having communication 
with the infant without the leave of the court, and that Lady Gooch 
should be ordered to pay the costs of the order of the 22nd of September, 
of an order of the 29th of September, and of the present p: ings. Sir 
Alfred and Lady Gooch, the father and mother of the infant, had executed 
a separation deed which was in full force, and proceedings had been 
initiated for a divorce on the ground of misconduct of the husband. From 
Payne’s evidence it appeared that the school term commenced on the 
17th of September, and the infant then returned to school, accompanied 
by his tutor. On the 18th of September Lady Gooch came to the school, 
and, in spite of ‘his protests, Lady Gooch took the infant away, promising 
to return him on the 2lst of September. The separation deed provided 
that the infant should spend half his holidays with the father and half 
with the mother. On the 22nd of September the vacation judge made an 
order that Lady Gooch should, within two days from the service of the 
order, deliver up the infant at the school. This order was not complied 
with. On the 29th of September the vacation judge made another order 
that the serjeant-at-arms attending at the court should take the infant 
into his custody and deliver him to the schoolmaster at St. Aubyn’s 
House. The infant could not be delivered to the serjeant-at-arms, but 
Lady Gooch promised to send him back toschool. Lady Gooch said that it 
was her intention to return the infant to school on the 19th of September, 
but she was prevented from doing so. She said she wrote to the school- 
master explaining why she had not brought the infant back, and that she 
had no opportunity to communicate with her solicitor, who was away on 
his vacation, and she, had no legal advice; that she had no intention to 
shew any disrespect to the court, and when she received notice of the order 
of the 22nd of September she was very unwell, and had no responsible 
person to whom she might intrust the child. She also stated that she was 
willing to submit to an order restraining her from removing or attempting 
to remove the child from the custody of Payne during school term. On 
behalf of Lady Gooch it was objected that the court had no jurisdiction to 
order her to pay the costs of the two orders of the 22nd and the 29th 
of September, which were spent, and that the purposes of justice would 
be fulfilled by granting the injunction. 

Jeunz, J., made an order that Lady Gooch should be restrained from 
interfering in any way with the infant during the school term, and said 
that Lady Gooch was entitled to no indulgence at the hands of the court. 
There was no doubt that she had committed a contempt of court, but in 
the circumstances the court would not take the extreme step of sending 
her to prison. She had committed, in fact, two se te contempts of 
court, first, by taking the infant away from school, secondly, by not 
returning him to school. Her counsel had ressed her contrition for 
what had occurred, and he thought justice would be done by the injunc- 
tion. With respect to costs, Lady Gooch had made the proceedings neces- 
sary, and therefore she ought to the costs occasioned by the dis- 
obedience to the two orders of the 22nd and 29th of September and of the 
present motion.—OounsrL, Dickinson ; McSwinney. Sourscrrors, Lewis § 


Lewis; Hensley § Hensley. 





LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Mr. Jonn Darttneton, K.C.I., who formerly practised as a solicitor in 
Bradford, died last month at his residence, Netherwood, near Ilkley, 
Yorkshire, in the 84th year of his age. He was the son of the late Mr. 
William Darlington, of Marbury, Cheshire. While in practice at Brad- 
ford he acted as consul for the King of the Belgians and also for the King 
of Servia. He was a knight of the Order of Leopold and of the Royal 
Crown of Italy, and was a magistrate for Bradford and for the West 
Riding of Yorkshire. Some years ago he obtained a Royal licence to 
assume the name of De Dutton, as twentieth in direct descent from Odo, 
first Lord of Dutton, and twenty-sixth from Rollo, Duke of Normandy, 
but he never acted upon the permission. 


Mr. Cuartes Srewarr, barrister-at-law, died recently, at Ditchling, 
Sussex. He was the second son of Major Philip Stewart, of Brighton, 
and was born in 1801. He became a student of Lincoln’s-inn on the 
19th of January, 1835, but went to the Middle Temple on the 16th 





of May, 1836, where he was called to the bar on the 26th of January, 1838. 
He was formerly M.P. for Penrhyn, and until recently he at 
Brunswick-place, Brighton. 

Mr. Wiiu1am Epcar Saunpsrs, barrister-at-law, died on the 19th ult., 
at British Honduras, of fever. Mr. Saunders was the eldest son of the 
late Mr. Thos. William Saunders, magistrate at the Thames Police Court. 
He was born on the 22nd of September, 1856, and was educated at Bath 
College. He became a student of the Middle Temple on the 30th of 
October, 1875, obtained a common law scholarship in 1878, and was 
called to the bar on the 27th of January, 1879. He was a member of the 
South-Eastern Circuit, and at the time of his death was acting as private 
secretary to the Governor of British Honduras. 


APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Samvget Turner Havpetsgy, solicitor, of Great Grimsby, has been 
appointed Vice-Consul for Spain at the Port of Grimsby. He was 
admitted in Easter, 1863, and is a i for oaths. 


Mr. Joun Tuomas AnpgERsoN, solicitor, of Whitehaven, has been ap- 
pointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Anderson was admitted in June, 
1879. 


Mr. Henry Kenpatt Bonn, M.A. Cantab, solicitor, of Ipswich, has 
been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Bond was admitted in 
August, 1883. 

Mr. Ricuarp Artruur BiaGpen (of the firm of Blagden & Greenwood), 
solicitor, of Littlehampton, has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. 
Mr. Blagden was admitted in February, 1884. 

Mr. Grorce Eris Garrarp, solicitor, of Evesham, has been appointed 
a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Garrard was admitted in April, 1884. 


Mr. Georce Percy Hawortn, solicitor, of Manchester, has been ap- 
pointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Haworth was admitted 
January, 1882. 

Mr. Hersert Benan Tayior (of the firm of C. W. & H. B. Taylor), 
solicitor, of 31, Crutched Friars, E.C., has been appointed a Co mer 
for Oaths. Mr. Taylor was admitted in January, 1885. 

Mr. Tuomas Warnscor, solicitor, of Landport, has been appoirited a 
Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Wainscot was admitted in February, 1884. 


Mr. Wrii1am Wa ker, solicitor, of Manchester, has been appointed a 
Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Walker was admitted in June, 1885, after 
having passed the final examination with honours. 


Mr. Apprxeton Oxprne (of the firm of Olding & Olding), solicitor, of 
Brighton, has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Olding 
was admitted in April, 1885. 

Mr. Cuarugs St. Joun Kextretrr Rocue (of the firm of Roche & Son), 
solicitor, of 33, Old Jewry, has beet appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. 
Mr. Roche was admitted in May, 1879. 

Mr. Arruur Prerre Rumsetow, solicitor, of 76, Finsbury-pavement, has 
been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Rumbelow was admitted 
in July, 1884. 

Mr. Minton Sxarer, solicitor, of 2, Old Serjeants’-inn, Chancery-lane, 
has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Slater was admitted 
in May, 1885. 

Mr. Franx B. Hanns, solicitor, of Nottingham, has been appointed a 
Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Harris was admitted in July, 1882. 


Mr. Joun Incuam, solicitor, of Bamber Bridge, Lancashire, has been 
appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Ingham was admitted in 

ay, 1885. . 

Mr. Joun Henry Kina, solicitor, of Bristol, has been appointed a Com- 
missioner for Oaths. Mr. King was admitted in October, 1883. 

Mr. James Exsenezer Mason, solicitor, of 3, North-buildings, Eldon- 
street, Finsbury, has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. 
Mason was admitted in Hilary, 1863. 

Mr. Owen Ronyns Owen, solicitor, of Pwllheli, Carnarvon, has been 
appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Owen was admitted in August, 
1883. 


Mr. Arnruur Henry Wansey (of the firm of Wansey & Son), solicitor, 
of Bristol, has been elected President of the Bristol Incorporated Law 
Society. Mr. bef g, Fc admitted in 1850. He is registrar and 
deputy judge of the Tolzey Court, notary pu lic, and a commissioner for 
oaths. © 


Mr. Larristan WintTERBOTHAM Lewis (of the firm of L. W. Lewis & 
Son), solicitor, of Walsall, has been elected President of the Birmingham 
Incorporated Law Society. Mr. Lewis was admitted in Michaelmas, 1847. 
He is clerk to the guardians, county magistrates, rural sanitary authority of 
Walsall, superintendent registrar, a commissioner for oaths, and a perpetual 
commissioner. 


Mr. Ricuarp Canninc Hitt, solicitor, of Worcester, has been elected 
Law Society. Mr. Hill was admitted in 


President of the Worcestershire Law 
Easter, 1861. 

Mr. Anruony Tempxe (of the firm of Temple & —) solicitor, of 
Kington, Herefordshire, has been elected t of the Herefordshire 


Incorporated Law Society. Mr. Temple was admitted in Easter, 
1858. He is clerk to the magistratés, clerk to the union, registrar of the 
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county court, clerk to the Commissioners of Taxes, under-sheriff for Here- 
fordshire, and a commissioner for oaths. 


Mr. James Witui1am McCrarrn (of the firm of Maples & McCraith), 
solicitor, of Nottingham, has been elected President of the Nottingham 
Incorporated Law Society. Mr. McCraith was admitted in Easter, 
1874. He is vice-consul for France, consul for Uruguay, notary public, 
and a commissioner for caths. 


Mr. Atrep Porr, solicitor, of Dorchester, has been elected President of 
the Dorchester Law Society. Mr. Pope was admitted in October, 1867. 


Mr. F. A. Bosanquer, Q.C., has been appointed Recorder of Wolver- 
hampton. 


a R. H. Amputert, barrister, has been appointed Recorder of Wor- 
cester. 


Mr. Henry Purmir Marknam (of the firm of Markhams), solicitor, of 
Northampton, has been elected President of the Northamptonshire Law 
Society. Mr. Markham was admitted in Hilary, 1839. He is clerk of the 
peace for the county of Northampton, a commissioner for oaths, and a 
perpetual commissioner. 


Colonel Epwix Hvcuzs, M.P., solicitor, of 6, Lancaster-place, Strand, 
W.c., and Woolwich and Plumstead, has been elected President of the 
Kent Law Society. Col. Hughes was admitted in Hilary, 1860. He is 
solicitor to the Woolwich Local Board of Health, vestry clerk of Plum- 
stead, and a commissioner for oaths. 


Mr. James Mutts (of the firm of Crust, Todd, Mills, & Sons), solicitor, 
of Beverley, has been elected President of the Yorkshire Law Society. 
Mr. Mills was admitted in Hilary, 1865. He is town clerk, deputy-sheriff 
for the East Riding, clerk to the borough justices, clerk to the Ottring- 
ham Drainage Trust, and a commissioner for oaths. 


Mr. Aurrep Hernert Denenuam (of the firm of Thompson & Deben- 
hams), solicitor, of St. Albans, has been elected President of the Hert- 
fordshire Incorporated Law Society. Mr. Debenham is town clerk for St. 
Albans, and a commissioner for oaths. 


Mr. Joun Harrison Warts (of the firm of Watts & Son), solicitor, of 
Dewsbury, has been elected President of the Dewsbury Law Society. Mr. 
Watts was admitted in Easter, 1863. He is a commissioner for oaths and 
a perpetual commissioner. 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
Disso.urtions. 


Henry Satter Dickinson and Cuartes James Prior, solicitors (Dickin- 
son & Prior), Poole and Bournemouth. Sept. 23. The said Henry Salter 
Dickinson will henceforth carry on the said business on his own account. 


Gwitym Cristor James and Cuartes Russert James, solicitors (Gwilym 
& Charles James), Mertiyr Tydfil. Sept. 29. 


Pur Epwarp Maruer, Gzeorcr Doverass, and Apotpuus HAvercaL 
Dickryson, solicitors (Mather, Cockroft, & Co.), Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Sept. 26. The said Philip Edward Mather and Adolphus Havergal 
Dickinson will carry on business at the same address, under the style or 
firm of Mather, Cockroft, & Co. The said George Douglass will carry on 
business on his own account at 20, Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Joun Kent Nyz, Coaries GReEENwoop, and Tuomas Moreton, solicitors 
(Nye, Greenwood, & Moreton), 12, Serjeants’-inn, Temple, E.C., and 
Albert Institute-chambers, Charles-street, Blackfriars-road. Sept. 30. 

Joun Surron Suanrre and Grorce Henry Wiixryson, solicitors (Sharp® 
& Wilkinson), Birmingham. Sept. 30. [ Gazette, Oct. 2. 

Ricuarp Epwanp Ciarke and Henry Cuarres CLarke, solicitors (Clarke 
& Sons), Shrewsbury. Sept. 30. [ Gazette, Oct. 6. 


GENERAL. 
It is stated that in this week’s vacation list there were no petitions for 
winding up companies, a circumstance unparalleled for a long time past. 
Sir Henry Hawkins has arrived in Italy from Aix-les-Bains. His condi- 
tion continues to improve, but very slowly. 


A meeting of the City Council of Birmingham was held on the 2nd inst., 
to consider the appointment of a coroner in place of the late Mr. Hawkes. 
It was agreed to pay the new coroner a salary of £1,000 per annum, that 
sum to include personal expenses and mileage. The appointment is to be 
made on December 1. Inthe meantime the council appointed Mr. Joseph 
Ansell, deputy-coroner of North Warwickshire, to be deputy-coroner of 
the city. : 

Mr. George Mercer, town clerk of the borough of Deal and county 
coroner, committed suicide on Tuesday by shooting himself in his bed-room 
with a revolver. Mr. Mercer was a member of the firm of Mercer, 
Edwards, & Co., solicitors, and had an extensive practice in the neighbour- 
hood. Financial troubles had affected Mr. Mercer so much that he was 
prema gare and on Thursday week his resignation was accepted as 
clerk of the Walmer Local Board. 

The death is announced of Mr. Frederick Bodenham, solicitor, of Here- 
ford, and Clerk of the Peace of Hereford. For some time past Mr. Boden- 
ham had been in failing health, and had been from home fora change of 
air, but a fortnight ago returned to Hereford. On the following day he 
attended a meeting of a committee of the county council at the Shirehall, 
which was the last public duty he performed. 


Oct. 10, 1891. 


An Order in Council, dated the 26th of September, 1891, directs that (1) 
the county of Sussex shall be divided into four districts for coroners’ pur- 
poses ; (2) the said four districts shall be named respectively ‘‘ The Rye 
Coroner’s District’ ; ‘‘The Lewes Coroner’s District’; ‘‘ The Horsham 
Coroner’s District ’’ ; and ‘‘ The Chichester Coroner’s District’; and the 
said districts shall respectively comprise the several parishes and places, 
and have the boundaries prescribed and mentioned in that behalf in the 





schedule to the order. 








COURT PAPERS. 
MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1891. 


COURT OF APPEAL. 
Appeat Court, I. 

Final and interlocutory appeals from the 
Queen’s Bench Division, the Probate, 
Divorce, and Admiralty Division (Ad- 
miralty), and the Queen’s Bench Division 
Sitting in Bankruptcy. 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Cuancery Court, I. 
Mr. Justice CHITTY. 
Sat., Oct. 24...Mots 
Monday ...... 26...Sitting in chambers 


Tuesday ...27 ) 
. Se 28 ¢ Non wit list 
Thursday .. 29) 


Friday ...... 30...Mots and non wit list 
Pets, sht caus, procedure 
Saturday ...31 ) sums, opposed. pets, and 
non wit list 
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Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be so 
heard. Two copies of minutes of the 
proposed judgment or order must be left 
in court with the judge’s clerk one clear 
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N.B.—In the weeks when non-witness 
actions are taken, further considerations 
will be taken on Tuesdays. In the weeks 
when witness actions are taken, further 
considerations will not be taken on Tues- 
days, but may be taken on Saturdays. 
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of the salient Judgment or Order, 1 
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with the Judge’s Clerk one clear day 
before the Further Consideration is ready 
to come into the paper. 
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acon Sa ia 2 
jamais 4 } General paper 
Thursday ... 5 
Friday ...... 6...Mots and adj sums 
Saturday ... 7...Sht caus, pets, and adj sum 
Monday .... 9...Sitting in chambers 
9 ...10 
Ved. .........11 } General paper 
Thursday ...12 


Friday “.....13...Mots and adj sums 
...14...Sht caus, pets, and adj sum 
Monday......16...8itting in chambers 


Tuesday ...17 

Wei. crssiv. is| General paper 

Thursday ...19 

Friday ...... 20...Mots and adj sums 
Saturday ...21...Sht caus, pets, and adj sum 


Monday......23. Sitting in chambers 
ew = 
Wee 


General paper 
Friday cee .Mots and adj sums 






Saturday .. Sht caus, pets, & adj sums 
Monday...... 30. 3 Sitting in chambers 
war” <a y eral 

copentves 2; Geni paper 
Thursday ... 3) 
Friday ...... 4...Mots and adj sums 
Saturday ... 5...Sht caus, pets, and adj sum 
Monday...... iy Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday ... 
ee 9 3 General paper 
Thursday ... 
Friday ...... 11...Mots and adj sums 
Saturday ...12...Sht caus, pets, and adj sum 


Monday...... 14...Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday ...15 5) 
Wed 


Os settee 16 > General paper 
Thursday ...17 
Friday ...... 18...Mots and adj sums 


Saturday ...19...Sht caus, pets, and adj sum 
Monday......21...Sitting in chambers 


Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day cane the 
same can be put in the paper to be so 
heard. Two copies of minutes of the 
proposed judgment or order must be left 
in court with the judge’s clerk the day 
before the cause is to be put in the paper. 


Lorp CHANceLior’s Court. 
Mr. Justice STIRLING. 
Sat., Oct. 24...Mots 
Monday ...... 26...Mots continued & gen pa 
Tuesday .. 27 
Wed, os... General paper 
Thursday .. es) 
Friday ...... 30...Mots, adj sums, and gen pa 
MF { Sht caus, pets, adj sums, 
Saturday ...31; (and gen pa ° 


Mon., Nov. 2...8itting in chambers 

Tue slay a 8) 

a 4 } General paper 

Thursday ... 5 

Friday ...... 6...Mots, adj —_ and gen pa 


§ Sht caus, pets, 


j suns, 
{and gen pa 


Saturday ... 7 


Monday .... 9.. Sitting i in chambers 
Tuesday ...10 ) 

4, ~ General paper 

Thursday ... 24 

Friday ...... 13. -Mots, adj sums, and gen pa 
Saturday ...14 { Sht caus, pets, adj sums, 


(and gen pa 
Monday...... 16...Sitting in chambers 
17 


General paper 

Thursday ...19 

Friday ...... 20...Mots, adj sums, and gen pa 
Saturday ...21 4 ~ caus, pets, adj sums, 


{and gen pa 
Monday...... ». Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday ... 
bs. ae 2 General paper 
Thursday .. 


Friday ...... 7. -Mots, adj sums, and gen pa 


Saturday ...28 | 904 gen par? td 
Morflay...... 30...8itting in chambers 
Wea, _ General 

Bist mscdues : paper 
Thursday ... 
Friday ...... ¢ -Mots, adj sums, and gen pa 
Saturday { Sht caus, pets, adj sums, 


(and gen pa 
Monday...... 7... Sitting in chambers 


(ae a} General paper 

Thursday ...1 

Friday ...... 11...Mots, adj sums, and gen pa 

Saturday ...12$ Sht caus, pets, adj sums, 
, (and gen pa 

Monday......14...8itting in chambers 


Tuesday ... 
Se “16 | Genera paper 
Thursday ...17 


Friday ...... 18...Mots, adj sums, and gen pa 

Saturday ...19 ‘ = a — adj sums, 
; pie 

Monday...... a1. Sitting fa chambers 


Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 









ee penal ieee ee il ..28...Sht caus, pets, & a1j sums 
minutes of the judgment or — ‘.30...Sitting i in chambers 
er must be left the judge’s clerk | Tues.; . 1 
one — before the cause is to be ba ao 2 ¢ General paper 
ut into the ursday ... 
aaah aint Friday ...... 4...Mots and adj sums 
te -¥ Sht caus, pets, & adj sums 
Cuancerny Court, IV. oe > . Bitting in chambers 
. sday ..... 
. Justice KEKEWICH. Wei... 9S General paper 
...-Mots Thursday ...10 
8) Friday ...... 11.. _ and adj wine 
G Saturday ...12...Shtcaus, pets, an sums 
ane | Monday i = Sitting in chambers 
T hursday Tuesday ..... 
Friday ....../ x )...Mots and adj sums va... .... - General paper 
Saturday ...31...Sht caus, pets, & adj sums Thursday ...17 
Mon., Nov. 2 . Sitting in chambers Friday ...... 18...Mots and adj sums 
Tuesday ..... 3) Saturday ...19...Sht caus, pets, & adj sums 
banal agg a5 General paper Monday ....21...Sitting in chambers 
nursday ... 
Friday See 6...Mots and adj sums Liverpool and Manchester business will be 
Saturday ... z.. Sht caus, pets, & adj sums taken as follows :—Motions on days ap- 
Monday .... 9...Sitting in chambers pointed for motions. Short causes, 
Tuesday ..... a. en ae and adjourned summonses on 
: | ee 11 | General paper turdays. Summonses in chambers on 
Thursday ...12) Friday afternoons, Liverpool and Man- 


pom summonses being taken on alter- 
nate Fridays, commencing with Man- 


Friday *.....13...Mots and adj sums : 
chester summonses on Friday, the 30th 
October. 


Saturday ...14...Sht caus, pets, & adj sums 
Monday ....16...Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday .....17 . 


ae 18 } General paper 

Sr mae . Mots and adj Cuancery Court, III. 
riday ..... ; ....VLots and adj sums ® = 

Saturday ...21...Sht caus, pets, & aj sums Mr. Justice ROMER, 


Actions transferred for Trial or Hearing 


Monday ... 23._‘Sitting in chambers 
one ‘ only will be taken in the order in the 





Tuesday .... 24 ’ 
, See General pa Cause List on every day of the Sittings, 
ine ao from 24th October to 2ist December both 


Friday ..... 27...Mots and adj sums inclusive. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

Fov.cenr.—Oct. 3, at The Yews, Gleneagle-road, Streatham,the wife of H, B. W. Foulger, 
of Falcon-court, Fleet-street, solicitor, of a son. 

Lowr.—Oct. 2, at 15, Lynedoch-place, Edinburgh, the wife of William D. Lowe Writer 
to the Signet, of a daughter. 

Wnirr.—Oct. 6, at 36; Tedworth-square, Chelsea, 8.W., the wife of Frederic White, 
barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 

MARRIAGES. 


Morris—BipvakE. — t. 24, at Holy Trinity Church, Shrewsbury, Samuel Meeson 
Morris, of Shrewsb' 3 solicito an oe to Mary Frances, only ‘daughter of the late John Bid- 
lake, of Wellington, alop, soli 

Sanperson—F.ierexer. t. 29, = St. Peter’s, Woolston, near Liverpool, Lancelot 
Sanderson, of the me 3 ‘Temple, barrister-at-law, to Edith Mabel, elder daughter of 
Alfred Fletcher, J.P., Allerton, near Liv 1. 

Tioskina—Lew ARNE. ale Ror 6. at St. Columb Minor Church, by the Rev, N. N. Lewarne 
(brother of the bride), assisted by the Rev. J. Broad le, vicar, eS ne as of 
Liverpool, solicitor, to Louise Lewarne, of St. Columb Minor, Newt Tok 

Woopcock —Gwynx.—At the Church of St. Mary the Virgin, Primrose-hi Hubert ie ley 
Drysdale Woodcock, of the Middle Temple, rd Charlotte (Lottie Simpson, only daughter 
of the late George Boyce and Eliza Gwyn, of 51, Belsize-road, 


DEATHS. 


Bopennam.—Sept = at Spy Elmhurst, Hereford, Frederick Bodenham, Clerk of 
the P for the City of Herefo 
C yrrox. Sept 30, at , Aone Spain, illiam Cotton, solicitor, of the firm of Coode, King- 
don, & Cotton, 34, Bedford-row, a my 

THotmrs.—Oct. 4, at 33, Islip-street, Kentish-town, Thomas John Holmes, solicitor, of 4, 
North-buildings, Eldon-street, Finsbury, E.C., aged 61. 

Iuirre.—Oct. 5, = 65, Harcourt-terrace, South Kensington, John [liffe, of 2, Bedford-row, 

licitor, aged 9% 

Kxo * wey at 12: 5, Victoria-street, 8.W., Alexander Knox, Esq., late Metropolitan 
Mazistrate at Marlborough-street Police Court. 

Purtiies.—Sept. 30, at 4, Park-terrace, Windsor, Charles Thomas Phillips, solicitor, aged 
62. 

icereden: -Sept. 16, at British Honduras, Wm. Edgar Saunders, barrister-at-law, and 
Private Secretary to the Governor, aged 34. 





Waryine To inTenpING Hovsr bang: otha & on. — Before purchasing or renting 


a house have the Sanita’ eal an expert from The 
Sanitary Engineeri & Ventilation ( tilation ro a te Town Hall, by ore yom West- 
T (Esta dn also undertake the << 


minster (Estab. 1875 tilation of Gffices, &c.—[Apvr.] 





WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Oct. 2. 
TOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liwrrep in CHANCERY. 

Divisapero Gop AND Sttver Mintve Co, Linrren—Petn for winding up, presented Oct 

2, directed to be heard before Jeune, J., on Wednesday, Oct 14. Phelps & Co, Gresham 
st, sulors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 
o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 13 
Sracompe anp New Brienton Omninvs Co, loa Cae are ny on or 
before Nov 14, to send their names and the particulars of their — or 
col, to David Meek, at the office office of Mr. ville ie Knox, 6, Lord st, Liverpool. 
& Co, Liverpool, solors for liquidator 
Sitver Bett Mixing axp Saectine Co, Liarren—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 26, 
directed to be heard on Wednesday, Oct 14. Thorneycroft & Wiilis, cery lane, 
solors for petner. Notice of appearing must reach the abovenamed not later thar 6 
o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 13 
Wattasty Tramways * new scree eee souninel, on or before Nov 14, to send 
their names and Thomas 
Wright, at the office or Me Mr. Williawn 9 
pool, solors for liquidator 


FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 
Wakeriecp Unrry Farexpiy Socrery, Commercial Inn, Thorne’s Land, Wakefield, York. 





same can be put in the paper to be so { 





Sept 28 
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London Gazette.—Tuxspay, Oct. 6. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luutep iy CHANCERY. 
by Co, Limrtep—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 21, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. William Whitaker, 
86, King st, Manchester 
iaveees or iD iteoeces Exvecraicity, Limirep—Creditors are uired, on or before Oct 31, 
to send their names, addresses, and particulars of their debts and claims, to John Walter 
12, Delahay st, Westminster 
J.T. en pe & Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 2, to send o~ 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George Mellors, 1, 
King John’s chmbrs, Bridlesmith gate, Nottingham 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
CoLteForp Women’s Sick Provivent Society, British Schoolroom, Coleford, Gloucester. 


Sammakers’ Frrenpty Tonxtixe Sociery, St. Columba’s Church Schools, Pleasant st, 
Liverpool. Sept 30 








CRrDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Ciam. 

London Gazette.—Turspay, Oct. 6. 


SuytHeE, Marcaretta Evizasetu, Wavertree, near Liverpool. Nov2. Hughes v Smythe, 
, Liverpool. Newman, Liverpoo 


UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 
Last Day or Cian. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, Oct 2. 
Arson, Exizasetu, Gt Yarmouth Oct 12 Burton & Son, Gt Yarmouth 


Ww 
wn 


Bartuotomew, Axw Suerranv, Brunswick pl, City rd Nov 2 Humphreys & Co, 


tspur chbrs, Holborn Viaduct 
Brown, Sauvet, Leeds, Gent Nov 20 Tennant & Co, Leeds 


Carey, Joun Wiiu1am, Norwich, Silk Mercer Nov7 IB Coaks & Co, Norwich 

Cartwaicut, Tomas, Heath Town, Staffs, Yeoman Nov10 Court & Perry, Wolver- 
hampton 

CastLe, Josern, Mildmay grove, Mildmay pk, Timber Merchant Oct 31 Ward & Co, 
Gracechurch st : 

Ciark, Joun, Gisburne, Yorks, retired Innkeeper Nov7 Robinson & Sons, Clitheroe 

Coates, Anne, Ashford, Kent Nov2 Hallett & Co, Ashford 

Couns, Exiza, Kirkley, Suffolk Nov7 Cozens-Hardy, Norwich 

Cunuirre, Dorotuy Asn, Sowerby Bridge, Halifax Oct 31 Jubb & Co, Halifax 





Davies, Tuomas Grorce Davin, Hatton gdn, Surgeon Oct 30 Myer, New Bridge st 
Doi-p, Epwin, Manchester, Provision Merchant Nov3 Thomson, Manchester 

Dovauas, Kevan, Birkenhead, Gent Oct 31 Bateson & Co, Liverpool 

Epmonps, Fraxcrs CarouinE, Bath Oct 31 Longbourne & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Fuuier, Francis, Roseford terr, Shepherd’s Bush, Gent Nov1 Comyns, Gracechurch s+ 
Gazz, Betsy Ann, Gloucester Oct 28 Grimes, Gloucester 

Groves, Joun, Harrogate, Gent Oct 26 Hirst & Capes, Harrogate 


me, ~~" Rutland st, South Kensington Oct 31 Hogan & Hughes, Martin's lane’ 
‘annon 
JeEpson, James, Manchester, Grandrelle Doubler Dec 10 Hewitt & Co, Manchester 


Jones, Connetius Pryce, Cwmberllan, Kerry, Montgomery, Farmer Oct 24 Talbot & 
Watkins, Newtown 

KENDALL, WiLu1AM Jouy, Bessborough pl, Pimlico, Job Master Nov 10 Flegg & Son, 
Laurence Pountney hill 

Mayor, Jaxx, Sharples, nr Bolton Nov 16 Dowling & Co, Bolton 


Mix.inG, Davin, Harrogate, Gent Oct 26 Hirst & Capes, Harrogate 
Menta, Josrpn, Sutton, St Helen’s, out of business Nov 14 Ansdell & Eccles, St 
elen’s 


Pacyam, Joux, South Shore, Blackpool, Gent Oct 31 Blackhurst, Preston 

Porter, Davip Keynepy, Cornwall ter, Regent’s Park Jan 31 Budd & Co, Austinfriars 

Ports, Rosert Hurton, East Boldon, Durham, Shipowner Noy 14 Black & Fisher, 
New inn, Strand 

River, Heyry, Bournemouth, Esq Nov 11 Venning & Co, Old Broad st 

SHEPHARD, Henry Curves, Raglan, Mon, Surgeon Decl Bythway & Son, Pontypool 

Suepuerd, James, Lancaster gate, Hyde park Nov6 Pearce, Abchurch yard 

Suyrue, Apnian, High st, Putney, Photographer Oct 28 Crawshay, Richmon1, Surrey 

Sotomon, Hznry, Kensington Palace gardens, Esq Oct 30 Myer, New Bridge st 

Sp ae ag roc Bet, Copmanthorpe, nr York, Veterinary Surgeon Nov 12 Tennan‘ 

Tay vor, ans D Durrans, Hudderstield, Iron Merchant Nov3 Hall & White, Hudders- 

€ 

Suva Tuomas, New Bolingbroke, Lines, Builder Oct 14 Waite & Co, Boston 

Tuaw, Marcaret, Newcastle on Tyne Nov2 Clark & Robson, Newcastle on Tyne 

Tuaw, a nomas, Newcastle on Tyne, Engineer Nov 2 Clark & Robson, Newcastle on 


yo 
Wuirraker, Jonaruan, Manchester, Brush Manufacturer Nov 2 
Wituiams, Joseru, Runcorn, Chester Oct 31 Lake, Runcorn 
Wixsox, James, Cleckheaton, ae. Machine Maker Nov1 Douthwaite and Waddinz- 
ton, Cleckheaton and B ; 
Wrery, CuHaries Josepn, ian. ‘retired Captain R.N., and J.P. Nov 2 Griffith & 
Gardiner, Old Ser jeant’s i inn 
Waic.ey, James, Holbeck, nr Windermere, Esq Oct 31 Grundy & Co, Manchester 


Challinor, Manchester 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, Oct. 2 
RECEIVING ORDERS. | Sept? Ord Sept 24 
Ays, Frayx Wim, ~ ee Link, Gent Worcester 
Pet Sept 28 


Pet Sept 10 Ord Sept 26 


ARCHER, Joun henge ry Rottingdean, Sussex, no occupa- 
ATKEy, aheuee cnpert I.W., Painter Newport Pet High Court Pet Sept 9 
23 Ord 


Bricxnett, Aveustus Lea, Evenlode, Worcs, Dairyman 
Cheltenham Pet Sept 10 Ord Sept 29 Sept 29 





Mitsury, Tom, Stalybridge, Lancs, Gent Stalybridge Pet 


Mattey, Gitsert, Darton, nr Barnsley, Storekeeper York | Beer, Wu.41aM Henry, and Frepertcx Frixvay, Silver st, 


Wood st, Boot Manufacturers Oct 13 at 11 Bankruptcy 
bldg», Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn 
Benys, Joan Gopsoiv, Gt Yarmouth, Publican Oct 19 at 


Mu es, Cuartes Eowarp, Barry, Glam, Ship Broker Car- 10.30 . Lovewell Blake's Offic e, Gt Yarmouth ; 
diff Pet Sept 29 Ord Sept 29 | Browx, Cnarces Epwarp, Hereford, late Licensed 
| Owen, Row.anp, Colwyn Bay, pin, Mason Ban- | 
gor Pet Sept 30 Ord Sept 1 
‘et Sept 30 Ord Bept : 30 Owes, Wittiam, South Deen. Works Manager | 
Ord Sept 30 
Perritt, Cuarces Evwiy, Astilleros del Nervion, Bilba~, 
Sain, Photographer High Court Pet Sept 29 Ord Craca, Tuomas Witiiam, Cleckheaton, Yorks, Plumber 


Victualler Oct9at10 2, Offa st, Hereford f 
Buixetey, W P F, Redcliffe grdns, South Kensington 
Oct 12 at 11 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
| Ca ARKE, Henry James, Hereford, Tobacconist Oct 9 at 10 
2, Offa st, Hereford 


Oct 9at 11 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 


Canter, P, late Silverthorne rd, Battersea, Horse Dealer | Prick, Atrrev, Wimbledon, Surrey, formerly Draper | Croaker, AL¥RED Win AM, Fulham rd, Auctioneer Oct 


Court Pet July 27 Ord Sept 28 
Corwxa.i, A Ricnaxrp Buizaxrp, Lordship rd, Stoke Newing- 
t Edmonton Pet July 10 Ord 


Kingston Pet Sept 21 


Davies, Harrier, Mountain Ash, Glam, Draper Aberdare | 
Pet Sept Ord Sept 29 

Davis, Horace James, Oxford, Fishmonger Oxford Pet | 
Sept 28 Ord 28 


Dewtox, Jam el Denrox, and Joseru Dewron, 
"Woollen ufacturers Dewsbury Pet 


Sept 28 
Datver, Epwarp 
Pet 28 


Ord Sept 21 

Pursseit, Davin, and Wittiam Punsse.t, Potter’s Bar, tields 
Builders Barnet Pet Sept 30 Ord Sept 30 

RanDLe, Georce, Canterbury rd, Kilburn, Ironmonger Printer Oct 13 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal! st. 
High Court Pet Sept 9 Ord Sept 30 

Riacu, Hucn Heven, late Gt Winchester st, Esq High | Driver, Eowanp Horace, Stamford st, Actor Oct 13 at 12 
Court Pet Sept 11 Ord Sept 30 Ott icester 

Ricnarpson, JonNATHAN Wacrter, late Chesham mansions, | GRAHAME, Frepsric 3, Manchester, Manufacturer’s Agent 
Pont st High Court Pet Aug 27 Ord Sept 30 

Senior, Josern Frepenicx, Sheffield, formerly Grocer | Gunsy, Wii114M. Leicester, Leather Dealer Oct 19 at 12 

28 2 Sheffield Pet Sept 30 Ord Sept 30 

RACE, Stamford st, Actor Leicester | Situ, James, St Leonard’s on Sea, Gardener Hastings | Guy, Frepenicx, Newport, 

28 Pet Sept 28 Ord Sept 28 


13at1 Bankruptey bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn 
Cross, Tuowas Cuaries, Lambeth hill, Queen Victoria st, 
Lincoln’s inn fields, London 
Rec, 34, Friar lane, 
Oct 12 at 2.30 Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Manc chester 
Off Ree, 34, Friar lane, ian 


L.W., Wheelwright Oct 19 at 
2 Holyrood chmbrs, Newport 


Dupuey, eg ag Pexcy, Porth, ype Outfitter Ponty-| ssirn, WituiaM, Birmingham, Brewer Birmingham Pet | Heapiey, Tuomas, Leicester, Fish Dealer Oct 16 at 12 
i et 


Ord Sept 28 | Sept 11 Ord Sept 29 
Evans, meee, ’ 
Ord 


Pet Sept 29 Ord Sept 29 
Froop, eae the 


King’s Pet 29 ’ Ord Sept 29 Bradford Pet Sept 30 Ord Sept 30 
Feamrron, WituiaM Francis Sues, Churchdown, Glos, | Turwsuti, Wituiam, Gilesgate Moor, St Giles, Durham, 
ine Gloucester Pet Sept 28 Ord Sept 28 


Garrett, Josern, Hainault Leytonstone, Manu- 
facturer’s Warehouseman 


unstanton, Norfolk, Innkeeper | Hor.anp, H, late Green 
King’s Lynn Pet Sept 29 Ord Sept 29 
isbech, Cambs, Baker | Topnam, Frep, Gt Horton, Bradford, Egg Merchant "Daller “Oct Llandovery Carmarthenshire, Horse 


Off Rec, 34, Friar lane, Leicester 


, Sussex, Farmer Brighton Pet | Srrarvorp, Joseru, Darlington, late Innkeeper Stockton | Hepces, James, Mill Hill rd, Acton, Builder Oct 9 at 12 
23 ‘ on Tees and Middlesborough Pet Sept 28 Ord Sept 28 Off 
Fz. "EDs Bay Bristol, Commercial Traveller | Tjpxam, Wit.1aM SamveL, H 


Rec, 95, Temple chimbrs, Temple avenue 
lanes, Stoke Newington, Gent. 
Oct 13 at 11 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 


er Oct 10 at 11 ‘On Ree, 11, Quay st, Carmar- 


oe Newcastle on Tyne Pet Sept 30 Ord Joumax, Henry, Mountain Am, Gam, Boot Maker Oct 9 


at12 Off Ree, Merthyr Ty 


High Court Pet Sept 30 | Tonnes Gs Cuaries, Huddersfield, Tea Merchant Hudders- | Lancuey, JAMES, a 7 rt, Mon, Insurance 


Ord Sept 30 ay | field Pet Sept 30 Ord Sept 30 
Gan rcveatey “Pet Sept 2s Ord Sate, Commies AGP Ps -~ = J F hee ye Henry, Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet Sept 24 


Sept 28 


t Octisati2 Of 
Newport, Mon 
Peavox, Jonn Piyer, and Artraur Frepericx Peapon, 


oucester Bank chmbrs, 





t 
Guess, Wittiam, » Leather Dealer Leicester | Van ‘Des Piece Gerorcr Maurice, Bristol, Lodging house | Long Eaton, Derbyshire, formerly Lace Manufacturers 


Ord Sept 28 Keeper Bristul Pet 


Barnstaple Pet — 10 


Heapiey, Tuomas, , Fish Dealer Leicester Pet | Youpz, Rovert, Hyde, 
39 


Senge Daniz, yore Srmmeeiaenhie, Horse Dealer | Sept 28 
2 O | 


Grors ottingham, N | The following amended notice is substituted for that pub™ 

, x, Gnowce les, Painter ottingeem lished in the London Gazette, Sept. 11. 

Koromu, FW. w, ~ ae Copthall crt, Company | Towxixsox, Joszrn, Barrow in Furness, Grocer Barrow in | rood chmb: 
Promoter Court Ra Sept 2 Ord Sept 30 Furness Pet Sept7 Ord Sept 7 


Laxoiey, James, 


rt, Mon, ane Agent 


| £26 Ord Sept 23 
Haxnison, [ree ee Margate, Carpenter Canterbury Pet | Wuire, Tuomas, Holsworthy, Devon, Carriage Builder | | Pounp, Atyrep Jony, Wroxall, 
Ord Sept 28 


Ashton under Lyne and Stalybridge Pet Sept 28 Ord’ | 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


, St. James’s chmbrs, Derby 

Ws Barrister A law 

Oct 16 at 2.30 Commercial Hot a, High st, Ventnor, |W 

eshire, Financial Agent, | Rees, Joun, Swansea, Shipbroker Oct 13 at2.3) Off Ree, 
97, Oxford st, Swansea 

RowsoruamM, Freperick, Pendleton, Lancs, formerly 
Builder Oct 9 at 2.30 Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, 
Manchester 

Riverrs, Aubert, Ryde, I Fe * eee Oct 19 aS 1 Holy- 

rs, Newport, I 

| SowrEr, Aurnrep, and Lypia Many CARMAN, Hettinghes, 

Stationers Oct 9 at 3.30 Off Rec, St Peter’s Church 


Oct 9 at 3.30 Off 


walk, Nottingham 


Laws, Jom, Pea Pet oe Ord Sept 2 | | 

ane.” Painter Pontypridd Pet Sept | Arvxny, Eowanv, Newport, I W, Painter Oct 19 at 1.30 | Turner, CuAduLes, Huddersfield, Yea Merchant Oc! 14 at 
Holyrood chmbrs, New; 

Battie, Sipney, Exeter, 
Bedford cir, Exetex 


Laws Fn, cat Llenddlocs and Llangurig, Montgomery, 
Farmer Newtown Pet Sept 29 ‘Ord Sept 2) 


IW 8 Haigh & Son, Solicitors. 56, New st, Huddersfield 
x Oct10at11 Off Ree, 13, | Wurrx, Tuomas, Ho! rth von, Carraige Builder Oct 
10 at 2.30 | Off Rec, 5p, Recent st, ‘Taunton 
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ADJUDICATIONS. 


A.uerton, James Tuomas, Birmingham, Grocer Birming- 
ham Pet Sept 25 Ord Sept 28 

Arcuer, Joun Cuapman, Rottingdean, Sussex, no occupa- 
tion Brizhton Pet Sept 30 Ord Sept 30 

Arkry, Epwarp, ay I.W., Painter Newport Pet 
Sept 28 Ord Sept 28 

Baker, James Barvarp, Bristol, , eeeene Accountant 

Bristol Pet Sept 4 Ord Sept 28 

Barns, Witx1am Joun, Bristol, Ironmonger Bristol Pet 
Sept 14 Ord Sept 29 

Save, ry -: Canterbury, Brewer Canterbury Pet July 30 


P' 

Brown, Wit.1am, Bexley Heath, Kent Builder Rochester 
Pet Sept 12 Ord Sept 28 

Burtcuer, Franx, Southsea, Painter Portsmouth Pet Sept 

Cc . G Gok Bet 39 Bootmaker Kingston, 8 Pet 

ASE, Grores, Sun ury, tmaker nm, Surrey 

Mar2 Ord Mar 

Cottman, Ricnarp ‘a Cannon, Long 7p Bucks, 
Farmer Aylesbury Pet Sept 9 Ord Sept 

CripLAND, en Ty Bristol, Onapenber ‘Bristol Pet 

pt 

Davis, semen, Retain Ash, Glam, Draper Aberdare 
Pet Sept 29 Ord Sept 29 

Denton, James, Waiter Denton, and Joserpn Denton, 
Dewsbury, Woollen Manufacturers Dewsbury Pet 
Sept 28 Ord Sept 28 

Evans, Ettas, Pul rough, Sussex, Farmer Brighton 
Pet Sept 28 Ord Sept 28 

Evans, Ricnarp, Gowerton, nr Swansea, Colliery Pro- 
prietor Swansea Pet Sept7 Ord Sept 30 

Fisner, Roserr Orrerssy, Cardiff, Tobacconist Cardiff 
Pet Sept 24 Ord Sept 28 

Fisner, Wii11aM, Manchester, Publican Manchester Pet 
Sept 19 Ord Sept 26 

| F.ioop, Henry, jun, — Cambs, Baker King’s Lynn 
Pet Sept 29 Ord Sept 29 

Frampton, WILLIAM Francis Gorpoy, Churchdown, Glos, 
Wine Merchant Gloucester Pet Sept 28 Ord Sept 28 

Graname, Freperic, Manchester, Manufacturer’s Agent 
Manchester Pet Sept17 Ord Sept 30 

Green, WILLIAM FREDERICK, ee pimry Commission Agent 








Coventry Pet Sept 28 t 
Harrison, Tuomas, Margate, Carpenter Canterbury Pet 
Sept 28 Ord Sept 28 
IreEvanp, Captain Ricnarp Samugt, a st, St James’s, 
High Court Pet Aug 20 Ord ae 
Jones, Dante, Llandovery, Carmarthenshire, Horsedealer 
Carmarthen Pet Sept 28 Ord Sept 28 
Jorpan, Henry, Mountain Ash, Glam, Boot Maker Aber- 
dare Pet Sept1s Ord Sept 29 
Keent, JAMES FREDERICK, Wingfield rd, Walthamstow, 
Painter High Court Pet Aug 5 Ord Sept 30 
LanGiey, James, Maindee, Newport, ag Insurance 
gent Newport, Mon PetSept29 Ord Sept 29 
Lewis, Jonny, Pentre, Glam, Painter Pontypridd Pet 
Sept 28 Ord Sept 28 
Mau te, Epwarp Hersert, Reading, Brewer Reading Pet 
Sept 22 Ord Sept 30 
" Mu _ Cuares Epwarp, Barry, Glam, Shipbroker Cardiff 
Pet Sept 29 Ord Sept 29 
Pertincer, Jonny, Halifax, Corndealer Halifax Pet Sept 
24 Ord Sept 30 
Pertitt, Cxartes Epwiy, Astilleros del Nervion, Bilbao, 
Spain, Photographer High Court Pet Sept 29 Ord 
Sept 29 
Price, Atrrep, Wimbledon, —, 
Kingston Pet Sept 21 Ord Sept 2 
Purssett, Davip, and Winuiam Pu . Ae L, Potter’s Bar, 
Builders Barnet Pet Sept 30 Ord Sept 30 
Row BOTHAM, FREDERICK, Pond dieton, Lanes, 
uilder Salford Pet Sept 26 Ord Sept 29 
Ry.anp, Henry Hawkesworrn, Jewry st, Crutchedfriars, 
Corn Factor High Court Pet Sept 8 Ord Sept 30 
Senior, Josern Freperick, Sheffield, formerly Grocer 
Sheffield Pet Sept 30 Ord Sept 30 
Sotomon, Lewis, Canterbury, Managing Director to a 
ublic Co Canterbury Pet Aug5 Crd Sept 29 
Spoors, Ricuarp, Gateshead, Tinsmith Newcastle on Tync 
Pet Sept 10 Ord Sept 30 
Srrarrorp, Joseru, Darlington, late Innkeeper 
ton on Tees and Middlesborough 
Sept 28 
Genaninan m, Mavuric Ey Birmingham, Jeweller Birmingham 
Pet Sept 25 Ord Sept 28 
Tipnam, Witu1AM SAmMvEL, Ded bane le Innkeeper 
King’s Lynn Pet Sept 29 Ord Se 
Seems Atrrep LAWRENCE, Railway pe London 
Bridge, Leather Merchant High Court Pet July 23 
Ord Se} pt 30 
Toruam, Taeo, Gt Horton, Bradford, Egg Merchant Brad- 
ford Pet Sept 30 Ord Sept 30 
Wurrr, Tuomas, Holsworthy, Devon, Carriage Builder 
Barnstaple Pet Sept 10 Ord Sept 30 


The oloving amended notice is: substituted for that pub- 
ished in the London Gazette, Sept. 11. 
Tomiinson, Josern, Barrow in Furness, Grocer Barrow in 

Furness Pet Sept7 Ord Sept 7 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Bravery, Cuartes, Oldham, Machinist Oldham 
July 10 Annul Sept 23 


formerly Draper 


formerly 


Stock- 
Pet Sept 28 Ord 


Adjud 


London Gazette.—Tunsvay, Oct. 6. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Actox, Epwix, Manchester. ym aed Manufacturer Man- 
chester Pet Oct 1 Ord Oc 

Borwick, Grorrrey, Darlington, Co ercial Traveller 
Stockton on Tees and didlesborough Pet Sept 39 
Ord Sept 30 

Coorrr, Groror, Bethnal green iy Timber Merchant 
High Court Pet Oct2 Ord Oct 

Dickson, James, Mare Sas ieaaae Baker High Court 
Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct 

Dowssy ARCHIBALD, Cambridge, General Dealer Cam- 
bridge Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct 2 











Fargunar, Joun Hesry, Cleobury M: 


Salon | 


a Holy Orders Kidderminster ye Aug ll 
Frvrer, Suiits Watrer, Folkestone, Tobacconist Canter- 
bury Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct 2 
Dock, Butcher Pembroke 





Gipsy, ALFRED Skone, Pemb 
Dock Pet Oct3 Ord Oct 3 

Gistinc, Wittiam Epwarp, Exeter, Furniture Remover 
Exeter Pet Oct1 Ord Oct 1 

GotpsEerG, Asprauam, Liverpool, Tailor Liverpool Pet 
Oct 2 Ord Oct 2 


Granam & Grananm, Poets’ Corner, Westminster Abbey, 
Civil Engineers High Court Pet Bept 3 Ord Oct 1 
Grery, Henry Joun, Havant, Hants, Corn Merchant 

Portsmouth Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct 2 
Guyy, Joun Wittiam McKay, Normanton, Journeyman 
utcher Wakefield Pet Oct2 Ord Oct 
Haster, Tuomas, New Cross, Surrey, late Tailor Chelms- 
ford Pet Oct2 Ord Oct 2 
eae = Joseru, Newport, Mon, Carpenter Newport, Mon 
et Oct 3 Ord Oct 3 


Secu, Wituiam ba and Tuomas Franks Wess. 
ristol, Provision Dealers Dristol Pet Sept 22 Ord 


Jackson, Vincent Joun, Birmingham, Draper Birmingham 
Pet Oct Oct 1 

Jixks, WILLIAM, jun, Upton on Severn, Market Gardener 
Worcester Pet Oct 3 Ord Oct 3 


Kixe, Tuomas, Gladstone avenue, Noel Park, Wood Green, 
Clerk in the Savings Bank department High Court 
Pet Oct 1 t 1 

Lesser, Soromoyx, Alfred pl, ry sq, late Jeweller 
High Court Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct 2 

Lister, Atpert Crowruer, Mirfield, Soi, Commercial 
Traveller Dewsbury Pet Oct 2 Ord Oc 

Maxriyson, Wintiam, | em Maker Up , OEE 
Pet Oct 1 Ord 

McIntyre, James, Wallasey, Cheshire Birkenhead Pet 
Aug 25 Ord Oct 1 

saan wh Liverpool, Grocer Liverpool Pet Oct 

Oct 2 


Mixes, Jony, Te. ea Mon, Butcher Newport, 
Mon Pet Oct2 Ord Oct 2 

Mov son, at dlag Birmin; 

ham Pet Oct2 Ord 

Nicno.ison, Tomas, South poe, Plater 
Tees Pet Sept30 Ord _— 

Paint, Joun Winiiam, and Cuartes Frepericx Parner, 
Holmdale rd, Hackney, Builders High Court Pet Oct 
2 Ord Oct 2 

ons 1! ee Clacton on Sea, Fish Colchest 
Pet O Ord Oct 1 

SamMvEL, Neon Boncath, RS O, Pembs, General Mer- | 
chant Carmarthen Pet Oct 2° Ord Oct 2 

Scuupertu, Tuomas Rostinson, Sunderland, 
Sunderland Pet Oct1 Ord Oct 1 

mar er Bristol, Wine Merchant Bristol Pet 


nghan, late Jeweller Bir- 
Stockton on 








Auctioneer 


Sarre, Josern Witiiam, Kingston u i=y" ee TY 
Traveller n upon Hull Det Oct Ord Oct 2 

a oe ames, Warwick, Fitter Warwick Pet Oct 
1 


Srevens, Henry, High st, Camden town, Cabinet Maker 
High Court Pet Sept 10 Ord Oct-2 

Srrauss, Lione., Fenchurch queen Wine Merchant High 
Court Pet July 31 Ord Oc 

Svuepex, Manseit, & Co, Gt Malvern, Timber Merchants 
Worcester Pet Sept 19 Ord Oct 3 

Sykes, roe ~ + ~ wd ee Northzllerton 


Pet Sept 30 

Tuomson & Co, High 2 Peckham, Drapers High Court 
Oct. 1 

Topp, Jonaruan, Shelf, nr Halifax, Farmer Halifax Pet 

Oct 3 3 


Pet Sept 17 

Varyey, Ropert, ny * aecai Beds, Plait Merchant Lutun 
Pet Oct 3 Ord Oct 

Wittey, Ropnert, Consett, Durham, Grocer 
Tyne Pet Oct 3 Ord Oct 3 

Wits, Grorcz, Askew 1 a Shepherd’s a no 
occupation High Court Pet Sept 9 Ord Oct 


The following amended notice is substituted for that 
published in the London Gazette of Oct 2 


Sars, Was, Aston, Birmingham, Brewer Birming- | 
Pet Sept 12 Ord Sept 29 | 


Neweastle on 





| 
| 
j 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Auiex, Joux, Liverpool, Grocer Oct 15at3 Off Rec, 35, | 
Victoria st, Liverpool | 

Any, Frank Wiiii1aM, Malvern Link, Gent Oct 15 at 10.30 
Off Rec, Worcester 

Bayyuam, Hunn, late High st, Uxbridge, Ironmonger | 
Oct 16 at 1 33, y st, Lincoln’s inn 

Bear, Joun Bexsamin, Lanfrane st, Westminster Bridge 
rd, Builder Oct 15 at 11 Bankruptey bldgs, Portugal 
st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Camutton, T Donaup, Old Broad st, Merchant 
33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

Cuark, Jounx Tuomas, Drinkstone, Suffolk, Schoolmaster 
Oct 13 at 12.30 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

CripLANnD, bony HARD Jou, Bristol, Carpenter 
1230 Off Rec, Bank chbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

Denton, Bnd. WALTER Deyrox, and Josern Denrtox, 





Oct 15 at a) 


Oct 4 at | 


Dewsb' wg Beery ~ Manufacturers Octi4at3 Law 
Society, Bond st, Dewsbury 

Dou _— RCHIBALD, Cambridge, General Dealer Oct 16 
at 12 Off Rec, 5, Petty Cury, Cambridge 


Epw win Joun, Conway, Chemist Oct 15at 2 Off Ree, 
Cc chbrs, Chester 

Evans, see, Pulborough, Sussex, ee Oct 18 
Otf Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighto: 

Fran, Epwiy Samvunc, Bristol, ~aoolae Traveller Oct 
l4at1.30 O k chbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

Ferovssox, Huan A, Upper Berkeley st, Gent Oct 15 at 
12 Bankruptcy bl » Boxtagel st, Lincoln's inn fields | 

Firza@eratp, Epwarp, wn ily, Gent Oct 16 | 
at 12 338, Carey at, Lincoln's’ 's inn 


at 12 





Framrrox, WittiAm Francis Gorvoyx, Churehdown, Glos, | 


Wine Merchant Oct 13 at 11 Off Rec, 15, King st, 
Gloucester 

Fryer, Georce Water, Folkestone, Tobacconist Oct 16 
at 9.30 Off Ree, 

Gisiinc, Wittiam Epwarp, , Furniture Remover 
Oct 15 at 11.30 

Grarncrn, Watrer, Rede, Suffolk, Grocer Oct 13 at 12 

, Princes st, Ipswich 
Greex, Wituram Freperick, Hertiond st, Coventry Agent 
ati2 Off Pay st, ford Coventry 


Guyy, Jonn Wiiu1amM 
Butcher Oct 13 at 11 ‘Off Reo, Bond te Bond terr, Wakehela 


Hare, Wit11am Cri 8t John’s Wood terr, Up- 
holsterer Oct 15 at 11 ’ Bankruptcy bldgs, P 
Lincoln’s inn 

— ee Vine Guat, Newtapet, Grocer Oct 15 at 2.30 Off 


Liverpool 
Hamano nytt Meee g ben Oct 16 at 10. Off 


Heatucore, Henry Fisner, Yelverton, Devon, retired 
Pie a Ms Aung Oct 13at3 10, Athenzeum ter, 
Rae Wiitiam Epwarp, Leeds, Wholesale 
H Sonspny Newport, Mane Spc Oo Oct i7 at 12 
OOPER, JOSEPH, 7 
Off ‘Rec, Gloucester Bank chbrs, ewport, M 
eae Jouy, eg Leeds, Grocer Oct 1 14 at 12 


Juste Witbian, jun, Upton on Severn, Market Gardener 
Krixc, Tuomas, Gladstone avenue, Noel pk, Wood Green, 
Clerk Savings Bank Department 


in the Gaia 

33, Carey st. Lincoln’ 's inn 

Kink, Groror ‘Heyry, Nottingham, Painter Oct 13 at 11 
Off Rec, St Peter’s Church walk, Nottingham 

LeapeTURxELy, a Al ie 
Draper 16at3 To wi 

Lewis, Pryce, Lianidloes and ‘g, Montgomery, 
Farmer Oct 13 at1 Off Rec, Lianidloes 


Mave, Epwarp Hersert, Reading, Brewer Oct 14 at 12 
Queen’ s Hotel, z 


Misury, Tom, Stalybridge, Gent Oct 13 at 2.30 Ogden’s 
co Sona: ahaslen: eee 


Mies, som aoe 3 ay Butcher Oct 16 at 
1 Off Ree, Gloucester Bank ch’ brs, Newport, Mon 

My er er ee er sq, Gent Oct 

4at 

Ross, Joux Morgan, High st, Peckham, Timber Merchant 
Oct 20 2 pd 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal sy Lineoln’s 
inn fie! 

Saver, pe Howrovyp, Swallow st, ATS Jobmaster 
Oct 20 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s 
inn 


fields 
Sasem, Arravur, late of Bristol, Wine Merchant Oct 14 at 
Off Rec, Bank chbrs, Corn st, Brist I 
inde & Co, Epwarp, Martin’s lane, Cannon st, Solicitors 
Oct 15at12 33, Carey st, Lincoln's inn 
Srrawsaum, Maurice, Birmingham, Jeweller Oct 14 at 11 


25, row, 
Tayior, CHARLES, and Witu1ax Taytor, Moss Side, nr 
Manchester, Builders Oct 14 at 3 Ogden’s chmbrs, 


Tae Wetie Hearnsuaw, Bi , Notts, late 
ee Victualler Oct 13 at 12 Ree, St Peter’s 

Tornam, Frep, Gt Horton, Bradford, Merchaat Oct 
l4atil1 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, ‘ord 

Tyter, Esenezer, Chelmsford, U; Oct 13 at 3 
Off Rec, 95, Temple chbrs, Temple avenue 

Vay Dew Bero, George Mavrice, Bristol, F Goods 


Dealer Oct 14 at 1. Off Ree, Bank chbrs, Corn st, 


Bristol 
bis ey Soon Deaes Leeds, Engineer Oct liatil Off 
row. 
Watxpns, Perer Soe Ashby de la Zouch, Leics, 
Grocer Oct 15 at2.15 Wi Hotel, Leicester 
Warote, Josern Watrter, Brigh Boot Manufacturer 
Oct 14 at 12 Off Ree, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Borwick, ema oh Darli Commercercial Traveller 
—— = and ‘Midilesborough 


Pet Sept 30 
BULKELEY Ww F P. ns, South Kew 
igh Pet’ Ai nig Ord Oc 3 i a 
oun, Stokes _ a Tailor Bristol 
Sept 11 i—- 
Coorrr, Grorce, Bethnal green rd, Timber Merchant High 
Court Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct 2 


Burt, 


| Doveias, Arcuipatp, Cambridge, General Dealer Cam- 
D Ww. aan Es pcg ol Glam, Outfitter Ponty 
uDLEY, WittiamM Percy » “ 
idd Pet Sept 23 Ord Oct 3 
Fryer, Groner 2 Cae Tobacconist Canter- 
ee, een Ree: Latent the 
ARRETT, JOSEPH, » u- 
facturer’s Warehouseman High Gone Pet Sept 30 Pet 
Grssy, ALrrep Skoyxr, Pembroke Dock, Butcher Pembroke 
Dock Pet Oct2 Ord Oct 3 
Grsting, Wittiam Epwarp, Exeter, Furniture Remover 
Gone Pet Sept 9 Ord Oct 1 i on 
LpBERG, ABRAHAM, Liverpool, Tailor verpool 
Oct 2 Ord Oct 2 : 
—— Guy, and Harry 


a High 
GairrirHs, GroRGE nt ment Licensed’ 
Victualler Sept 17 a 
Guyx, Jouxn WiiiaM ae Y, 


Bi Heyy Fisuer, Yelverton, Devon, retired 
“Major of H. Ms Army i East Stonehouse Tei det ss 


Oct 1 
Hevors, Jawes, Mill Hill rd, Acton Builder Brentford 
Pet Sept 25 ' Ord Oct 2 
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Ho.pswortn, Gzorcr Epwarp ‘iidainls Finborough rd 
South K High Court Pet July 24 Ord 





oJ 
Oct 2 
Hoorrer, Joszeru, Newport, - Carpenter Newport, 
Mon Pet Ock3 Ord0ct3 
Jinks, WILLIAM, jan, Yeo a Severn, Market Gardener 
orcester Pet Oct3 Ord 


Oct 3 
-, a ree Gladstone ane oy oel park, } See Groem, 
e Savings partment ourt 
Pet Oct 1 Ord Oct 1 4 
Kirk, Grorcr Henry, eum Painter Nottingham 
Pet Ord 


st, ond — 
Kriscert, Pavi Lou REDERICK, and Wiitiam Henry 


Wanine, m, Artist’s Material Dealers Bir- 
6 Ord Oct 2 
Lesser, Bowowox, ai red pl, ye sqr, late Jeweller 
Court Pet Oct2 Ord Oct 


Lion, Mayer AA hosed R, and - aie Sotomon Loy, 
, Boot Manufacturers High Court 
Pet Sept 8 Ord Oct 2 
Lister, ALBERT CrowrTuer, Mirfield, Yorks, Commercial 
Traveller Dewsbury Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct 2 
Makryson, Witi1am, Manchester, Maker Up Manchester 
Pet Oct 1 Ord Oct 1 


M’Suane, Parnrick, Liverpool, Grocer Liverpool Pet Sept 
Ord Oct 3” 


30 
Mixxs, Jonny, Maindee, Newport, Mon, Butcher Newport, 
Mon Pet Oct 2. Ord Oct 2” - 

Nicuoison, Tuomas, South Stockton, Plater Stockton on 
‘ees Pet Sept 30 Ord Sept 30 

Reynoips, WintiAm Henry, Moorzate st, Merchant High 

Pet May 20 Ord Oct 
Ryper, Rosa, Manchester, late Bical 
12 Ord Oct 1 


Samvet, Wit11am, Boncath, RSO, Pembs, General Mer- 
hen Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct 2 


Manchester Pet 


chant 
Surpson, Ricnarp Tuomas Fiixpei., High Holborn, Stock- | 


broker High Court Pet Augi9 Ord Oct1 








; Oct. 14.—Messrs. Epwix Fox & Bousriep, at the Mart. 
| Oct. 15.—Messers. FAREBROTHER, E.uis, adit & Co., at 


| Oct. 16.—Messrs. Daniet, Sartrnu, Son, & Oakey, at the 


1 eal ‘Sica Wiesel Sian a m Hull, Compinostal 
Traveller Kingston upon Hull et Oct 2 Ord Oct 2 

Sir, byt my Aston, Birmingham, Brewer Birming- 
ham Pet Sept 12 Ord Oct 1 

Sowrer, ALrrep, and Lyp1a Mary Carmen, No’ 
Stationers Nottingham Pet Sept 21 Ord Oc Teed 

Steer, Josep Wiiuiam, Fenchurch st, Tea Merchant 

igh Court Pet Aug15 Ord Oct 3 

Sykes, Ricumonp, Ripon, Yorks, Innkeeper Northallerton 
Pet Sept 30 Ord Sept 30 

Topp, JonaTHAN, oe nr Halifax, Farmer Halifax Pet 
Oct 3 Ord Oct 

Varney, Rosert, Eaton Bray, Beds, Plait Merchant Luton 
Pet Oct 3 Ord Oct 3 

Wittey, Rosert, Consett, pea, Grocer Newcastle on 
Tyne Pet Oct 3 Ord Oct 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED, 


Dews, Epwarp, jun, Wakefield, 2 Renger Wakefield Adjud 
May 19,1888 Annul —e 





SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


E.C., at 2 o’clock, Absolute Reversions and Policies of 
Assurance (see advertisement, this week, p. 





the Mart, E.C., Freehold Properties (see advertisement, 
October 3, p. 787). 


Royal Hotel, Plymouth, at 11 for 12 0 "clock, Freehold Resi- 
dential and Sporting Estates (see adv ertisement, this week, 


p. 4). 

Oct. 16.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranxriep, at the Mart, 
E.C., at 2 o’clock, Properties (see advertisement, Septem- | 
ber 26, p. 776). 


All ‘laters pours for publication in the 
“ Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 


by the name of the writer. 





The Subscription to the Souictrors’ JOURNAL is 
—Town, 26s. ; with the 
WEEKLY REPORTER, 52s. Payment in advance 
tmelude Double Numbers and Postage. Sub- 
scribers can have their Volumes bound at the 
office—cloth, 2s. 6d., half law calf, 5s. 6d. 


Country, 28s. ; 





Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Journal with regularity in the Country, it 
ts requested that application be made direct 


to the Publisher. 








as Tt. i1is2s. 


THe GRESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


ST. MILDRED’S HOUSE, POULTRY, LONDON, E.C. 
vase =D BRANCH—2, » WATERLOO PLACE, 8.W. 


ASSETS EXCEED 





PAYMENTS TO POLICY-HOLDERS EXCEED 
ANNUAL INCOME EXCEEDS * 


6 THERE is NOTHING DESIRABLE in LIFE ASSURANCE which the SOCIETY does not FURNISH CHEAPLY, INIELLIGIBLY, and PROFITABLY. 


£4,610,000 
9,250,000 
$00,000 





Policies Incdisputabie after 5S Wears. 


Annuities of all kinds granted. Rates fixed on the most favourable terms. 
THOMAS G. ACKLAND, F.1.A., F.8.8., Actuary and Manag: 
JAMES H. SCOTT, Secretary. 5. ” ante 








Capital - £3,000,000 


FULLY SUBSCRIBED - £1,502,000 











issued and 
guaranteed 












































PROBATE VALUATIONS 


JEWELS AND SILVER PLATE, - &c. 





SPINK & SON, 


Lonvon, E.( 


GOLDSMITHS AND SILVERSMITHS, 
, beg respectfully to announce that they ACCURATELY APPRAISE the above for the 


1 anp 2, GRACECHURCH-STREET, CoRNHILL, 


Lecat Proression or Purcw/ase the same for cash if desired. Established 1772. 
_ Under the patronage of H.M. ih Quen and H.S.H. Prince Louis of Battenberg, K.C.B. 





THE 
NATIONAL PROVINCIAL TRUSTEES AND 
| ASSETS CORPORATION, LIMITED, 


| Is prepared to act as TRUSTEE for DEBENTURE 
| HOLDERS, and to receive proposals for LOANS, the 
PURCHASE of ASSETS and the ISSUE of SHARES in 
sound COMMERCIAL UNDERTAKINGS, or GUARAN- 
| TEEING DEBENTURES and other SECURITIES. 
CHARLES NORRIS, Secretary. 
Offices, 70, Queen-street, Cheapside, London, E.C. 


DHENIX FIRE OFFICE, 19, LoMBARD- 
STREET, and 57, Cuarinc-cross, Lonpox, 
| Established 1782. 
| Lowest Current Bates. 
| Liberal and Prompt Settlements. 
Assured free of all Liability. 
Electric Lighting Rules supplied. 


W.C.Macpvonatp,) Joint 
F. B. Macvon ap, J Secretaries. 


(FFICES | and “ARBITRATION ROOMS 
in Albany-buildings, 31 to 47, Victoria-street, West- 

| minster, 8.W., to be Let. Now ready for immediate 
occupation ; moderate rents ; electric light, lifts.—Apply on 
the premises. 





EDE AND SON, 


ROBE egpsy MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
Judicial Bench, done catch of re &e. 


ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, 
Clerks, and Clerks of the Peace. 


Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Gowns. 
ESTABLISHED 168& 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


(pPFicEs. unusually ‘Spacious, Light, and 
Convenient, to be Let, in the very fine new building, 
Effingham Chambers, at the Strand end of Arundel-street ; 

close to the Law Courts, and eminently suited for gentle- 
men of the legul profession ; will be Let either in large or 
small suites or in single mbers, according to require- 


Town 





ments and arrangement. a Spee to eos Sa Hammert & Co, 
55, Pall Mall (opposite Marlborough House), 








